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Solicitors’ Remuneration. 

WE ARE informed that. so far as the Council of the Law 
Society are aware, no address has been presented by either 
House of Parliament seeking disallowance of the Order dated 
llth December last, made by the Rule Committee under the 
Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881. under which Schedule 2 
charges are increased as from lst September last by 334 per 
ent In these circumstances the Order appears to have be- 


come effective 


The League of Nations 

THE RATIFICATION of the Treaty of Peace with Germany, 
which took place on the 10th inst., has, in addition to re toring 
a state of peace between this country and its late enemy, and 
thus enabling all the normal activities and relations of peace 
to be resumed, had the effect of bringing into operation the 
Covenant of the League of Nations which stands in the fore- 
front of the Treaty, and on which it may be hoped the future 
It is, perhap , not too much 


The first steps of the Leacue will be tentative and slow. and 
ble of great work until its borders 


have been widened to include the late enemies of the Allies. 


| But it may be hoped that so beneficent a scheme will not fail 


for want of whole-hearted support throughout the civilized 


world. 


Industrial Courts of Inquiry. 

Unpver Part III. of the Industrial Courts Act, 1919, which 
was passed last November, and which we printed last week in 
our statute pages, a standing Industrial Court is to be 
appointed by the Minister of Labour for the purpose of the 
settlement of trade disputes in manner provided by the Act 
(section 1); and under Part II., where any trade dispute exists 
or is apprehended, the Minister may, whether or not the dis- 
pute is reported to him under Part I., inquire into its causes 
and circumstances, and, if he thinks fit, may refer any matters 
connected with the dispute to a Court of Inquiry. Such a 
Court is to consist of a chairman and other persons appointed 
by the Minister, or it may consist of one person so appointed. 
A Court of Inquiry has been appointed, with Lord Saw as 


"3 
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chairman, including names representative of dock employers 
and labour, to inquire into a claim by the National Transport 
Workers’ Federation for a standard minimum daily wage of 
16s. a day, and other alterations in the conditions of employ- 
ment of dock labour in all porte in Great Britain. So far as we 
are aware, this is the first appointment under the Act, and it 
augurs well for the success of such courts that a chairman of 
the position of Lord SHaw has been found to initiate the 


scheme. 


The Rent Restriction Acts, 

Two 1MPORTANT decisions on the Rent Restriction Acts have 
been given within the last fortnight—by the Court of Appeal in 
/scaces v. Titlebaum (reported elsewhere), and by BalLHacueE, 
J., in Cdlett v. Baker (Times, 21st inst.). The former raised 
the question whether, in a case where the landlord pays rates, 
and charges an inclusive rent, the rent for the purpose of the 
£70 or other limit is to be the gross rent, or the net rent after 
deduction of the amount paid for rates. The Court of Appeal 
held that the gross rent must be taken, and hence the defend- 
ant, who paid £1 9s. a week for premises in London, or 
£75 8s. a year, was not within the Act. The rates amounted 
to £20 8s., so that the net rent was £55, and under a tenancy 
in the ordinary form he would have been well within the limits 
of section 4 of the first Act of 1919. It was pointed out, how- 
ever, that the Act of 1915 clearly intended ‘‘ rent ’’ to include 
rates paid by the landlord, since an increase in the rates so 
paid was allowed as a ground for increasing the rent: Act of 
1915, section 1 (1), proviso (iv.). In Collett v. Baker a tenant 
whose rent was £100, and who was, therefore, not himself 
within the Acts, had sublet to tenants at small weekly rents. 
The holdings of the tenants were separate dwellings, to which 
the Acts applied, and since they were lawfully in occupation 
under the tenant, they could not be evicted; unless, indeed, 
under the second and recent Act of 1919 (ante, p. 211), the 
landlord or a purchaser from him required the premises for 
his own occupation, and shewed that there was alternative 
accommodation available for the occupiers. The immediate 
tenant was, indeed, bound by his covenant not to underlet, 
but an underletting of part of the premises is not a breach of 
such a covenant: Wilson v. Rosenthal (22 T. L. R. 233), 


Subjects of the King. 

Tue Court of Appeal have affirmed in Markwald v. 
Attorney-General the decision of Astsury, J., that a subject 
of the King in Australia may be an alien in this country, and 
they have adopted the decision of the Divisional Court in 2. v. 
Francis, Ex parte Markwald (1918, 1 K. B. 617), upon which 
that of Mr. Justice Astsury was founded. The point is a 
curious one. Under the Australian Naturalization Act, 1903, 
the taking of an oath of allegiance is a necessary preliminary 
to the grant of a certificate of naturalization, and then the 
person to whom the certificate is issued is entitled to all poli- 
tical and other rights of a natural-born British subject in the 
Commonwealth, with a qualification which we cited when deal- 
ing with the subject on a former occasion (62 Soticrrors’ 
Journa, 324), and which we need not repeat. And similarly 
for naturalization in the United Kingdom, the taking of an 
oath of allegiance is a necessary preliminary, and the certificate 
then gives the grantee all the political and other rights of a 
natural-born British subject in the United Kingdom : Natural- 
ization Act, 1870, s. 7; British Nationality, &c., Act, 1914, 
s. 3. Obviously the results of a certificate of naturalization 
are different according as it is issued here or in Australia. 
Here it gives the grantee British rights, and in Australia it 
gives Australian rights. But it is a plausible contention—and 
one which might well have succeeded—that, whatever specific 
rights are given, the fact that the oath of allegiance has been 
taken makes the naturalized person a subject of the King for 
all purposes, and therefore prevents him from being an alien 
in any part of the British Empire. It appears to be assumed 
that in the case of a natural-born subject, allegiance to the 
King is allegiance personal to him, and makes the relation of 
lord and subject throughout all the King’s dominions: Calvin’s 
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Gibson (1913, 3 K. B., p. 290). It is by no means clear that 
this result can be restricted to natural-born subjects. When 
once the oath of allegiance has been properly administered and 
taken, the personal tie between lord and subject is created, 
and in no part of the lord’s dominions can such a subject be 
described as an alien. The point is of great constitutional im- 
portance, for substantially the common allegiance to the King 
is the bond of union between the various parts of the Empire, 
and nothing which hurts the universally binding tie of that 
allegiance can be looked at otherwise than with suspicion. We 
can only express surprise that there has been such unanimity 
upon the Bench. ; 


Doctors and Professional Privilege. 


Ir stems almost a pity that Mr. Justice McCanpig did not 
see his way to take a broad view of the law and sustain the 
objection of the doctor who claimed “‘ privilege’? when ques- 
tioned in the witness-box as to the venereal disease of a patient 
he had treated in hospital: Garner v. Garner (Times, 14th 
January). On grounds of ‘‘ public policy ’’ it seems very un- 
desirable that a doctor should be compelled to disclose facts 
about the health of a patient when the State has itself invited 
such patients to undergo treatment in one of its venereal hos- 
pitals under a solemnly and well-advertised pledge of absolute 
secrecy. But no doubt the learned judge felt that tle old line 
of cases was too strong for him ; the professional discoveries of 
a doctor made while attending on a patient have been held not 
to be protected by privilege ever since the Duchess of Kingston's 
case (20 Howard’s State ‘Trials, p. 613), nearly two centuries 
ago. In BR. v.Gibbons (1 C. & P. 97), in Wheeler v. 
Marchant (17 Ch. D. 675), and in Lee v. Hamerton (12 W. R. 
975), a variety of courts all took the same view.’ The plea of 
‘* professional privilege ’’ has long been strictly confined in our 
courts to one class of communications only, those between mem- 
bers of the legal profession and their clients; these cannot be 
disclosed without the consent of the client. It has been defi- 
nitely held by the highest Court of Appeal that no extension 
of this rule can be allowed: Jones v. Great Central Railway 
Co. (1910, A. C. 4), approving the obiter dicta of Lord Justice 
James in Anderson v. Bank of British Columbia (2 Ch. D.: 
644, at p. 656). But another ground for allowing ‘‘ privilege ’”’ 
to the depositaries of confidential information is well recog- 
nized, namely, the plea of “‘ State privilege ’’ when the head 
of a Government Department states on oath that it is opposed 
to the public interest that a particular document or piece of 
evidence should be given by a public servant wha is its cus- 
todian or the witness to its truth: Dawkins v. Lord Rokeby 
(L. R. 8, Q. B. 255). It seems almost a pity that this rule 
could not have been reinterpreted by Mr. Justice MoCarpie 
so as to sanction the doctor’s plea. 


Claims of Professional Privilege. 


Ir 1s not to be denied that the narrowness of the English 
rule places not only medical men, but many others who are 
the recipients of a confidential communication in a very diffi- 
cult position. Confidental communications to priests (V orman- 
shaw v. Normanshaw (69 L. T. 468) are not privileged ; nor 
are those to heralds: Slade v. Tucker (14 Ch. D. 824); to 
patent agents: Moseley v. Public Company (55 L. T. 482) ; to 
stewards: Lord Falmouth v. Moss (11 Prin. 455); and, of 
course, not communications to private friends who act as con- 
fidential legal advisers, but not in a professional capacity: 
Wheeler v. Le Marchant (17 Ch. D. 675). Judges, however, 
have shown reluctance to force disclosures from a clergyman 
who has obtained his information under the key of the con- 
fessional. Best, C.J., once refused to compel such an answer 
in such circumstances: Broad v. Pitt (M. & M. 233). Baron 
ALperson even refused to hear the evidence of a prison 
chaplain as to admissions made by an accused person whom he 
was assisting with spiritual comfort: PR. v. Griffin (6 Cox. C. C. 
219). Counsel for the tion, in the cases just men- 
tioned, respected the wishes of the learned judges, and did 





case (7 Co, Rep. 1c); Gavin, Gibson, & Co, (Limited) vy, 


not press the questions, Probably the same attitude would be 
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sdapied by counsel in any case where a judge took a similar 
objection. But now wider safeguards than that seem 
desirable. 


Undertakings by Solicitors. 

AN UNDERTAKING is frequently given by a solicitor in the 
course of, or with reference to, legal proceedings in the Courts, 
or even in relation to non-litigious business, to do something 
which ought to have been done or which another party to 
the proceeding is entitled to have done. The principle on 
which such undertakings are enforced is a peculiar one. An 
undertaking by a solicitor that a certain document shal] be 
stamped, that certain costs shall be paid, that a certain debt 
shall be discharged, &c., is a contract, and, strictly speaking, 
only enforceable as being a contract. But the Courts treat 
these undertakings as contracts sui generis, and in the exercise 
of a summary jurisdiction over their own officer will frequently 
not allow a defence to be set up which would ordinarily render 
the contract unenforceable. Thus the Statute of Frauds has 
often in such circumstances been pleaded in vain. Such a case 
is illustrated by Senior v. Butt (1827, 5 L. J. K. B. 136), 
where a solicitor had given an undertaking to have the debt 
and costs in an action properly secured, and the plaintiff had on 
the faith of this undertaking stayed proceedings, The solicitor 
was ordered to pay the debt and costs himself, the Court say- 
ing that ‘‘ even supposing the undertaking was void by the 
Statute of Frauds, that circumstance was anything but a 
reason against their exercising their summary jurisdiction over 
the attorney as one of the officers of the Court.’’ <A similar 
case is Re Hilliard (1845, 2 D & L. 919), where it is said 
that the Court interferes ‘‘ with a view to securing honesty 
in the conduct of its officers.’’ In the much more recent case 
of Ex parte Hales (1907, 2 K. B. 539) a statement by the 
solicitor that his client had placed funds in his hands for a 
certain purpose was treated as a personal guarantee and under- 
taking ‘‘ quite sufficient to enable us to exercise the jurisdiction 
of the Court,’’ and the solicitor was ordered to pay over the 
fund stated by him to have been received. 


Undertaking on Behalf of Client. 

Bur an undertaking to be thus enforceable, notwithstand- 
ing any technical invalidity as a contract, must be the solici- 
tor’s own undertaking, and not merely made on behalf of his 
client. The ordinary law of agency will be applied in order 
to ascertain whether the undertaking is the contract of the 
principal, or whether the solicitor is (though in one sense an 
agent) making himself directly responsible. The cases seem 
to indicate that there is usually a strong presumption (at all 
events, where such matters as payment of costs or stamp 
duties are concerned) that the undertaking given by a solicitor 
is not given with a view to binding his principal or client, but 
himself only or his firm. Re c ‘oolgardie Goldfields 1900, 
1 Ch. 475) was a case of stamp duties. In ponte to 
rectify a company’s register unstamped documents were ten- 
dered on behalf of the company, and counsel for the “company 
gave the undertaking of a member of the company’s firm of 
solicitors to pay the stamp duties and penalties. The solicitor 
subsequently applied to be relieved of his undertaking on the 
ground that he had intended only to bind his clients, and not 
to give a personal undertaking. But it was held that the 
undertaking had been given by the company’s solicitors, act- 
ing through the member of their firm, who was present in 
court, and the firm of solicitors was ordered to produce the 
documents, duly stamped, to the registrar within four days of 
service of the order. A recent Canadian case affords an illus- 
tration of an undertaking as to costs (see Standard Trust Co. 
v. Szlachetka, 1919, 3 West Weekly Rep. 614). In a fore- 
closure action an order for sale in lieu of foreclosure was made 
at the instance of a defendant who was second mortgagee. 
The order contained the following recital: ‘‘ Mr. Watton ap- 
pearing for the defendant American, &c., Co. (Limited), 
and ———s the costs of sale.’’ It was held that this 
was a personal guarantee by the solicitors of the company, and 
that t ey, and not their client, the company, were liable on 


the guarantee to pay the costs referred to. In these two last- 
cited cases, had the clients or principals been held primarily 
liable on the undertakings given, the undertaking in such case 
could only have been enforced against them—as any contract 
would have been enforced—by a new substantive action for 
that purpose. The undertakings were not, however, so con- 
strued 


Offences Under the Business Names Act, 
THE DECISION of the Divisional Court in Board of Trade vy. 
Ernest (Times, 15th inst.) places an important restriction on 
prosecutions under the Registration of Business Names Act, 
1916. By section 3, firms or persons required under the Act 
to be registered—that is, firms or persons whose business 
names do not shew their rea] names—have to send certain parti- 
ulars to the registrar, including ‘‘ the nationality, and if that 
nationality is not the nationality of origin, the nationality of 
origin '’ of each partner, in the case of a firm, and of the indi- 
vidual trader, in the case of an individual. Under section 9, a 
statement false in any material particular is an offence punish- 
able summarily. Such an offence was alleged to have been 
committed by the defendant in returning in March, 1917, his 
nationality of origin as Danish, whereas it was German; but 
the defendant's father had been Danish, and the defendant 
said he understood that his own nationality of origin was traced 
by descent. In any case, the statement was made in March, 
1917, and the prosecution was not commenced till June, 1918, 
so that the six months allowed by the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act, 1848, had expired, unless the offence could be treated as 
a continuing offence. For this, however, there seems to be no 
ground. The offence was a definite statement made in March, 
1917, and that statement had not been repeated. The Court 
(Lord Reapine, L.C.J., and Avory and Sankey, JJ.) accord- 
ingly held that the six months’ limit applied, and the prosecu- 
tion was therefore too late. 


The Reset as the ae Transfer 


Committee. 
IV. 

We regret that there was a slight typographical misunderstand- 
ing last week in our reference to the ‘‘ sea-change’’ which, 
under Mr. Unperuitu’s spell, is to turn our system of real 
property law into ‘‘ something rich and strange.” At any 
rate, land held as freehold is to put off all its attributes of 
realty, and is to puteon all the attributes of leasehold estates. 
Having accomplished this sweeping piece of legislation by 
reference—real estate having been dethroned from its imme- 
morial eminence, and leasehold estate exalted into its place—we 
can proceed to the new classification of interests in land. 

(4) The first point to notice.is that the difference between 
estates at law and estates in equity is to become much more 
marked. In fact, the maxim “‘ equity follows the law ’’ is to 
be set aside. In pursuance of that maxim, equitable estates, 
whether trust estates or equities of redemption, have been 
dealt with upon the same footing as legal estates. They have 
been subject to the same rules as to "divis sion into successive 
interests and the construction of words of limitation, as to 
descent, and as to alienation, as legal estates: Hopkins v. 
Hopkins (1 Atk. 561, 591), Cashorne v. Scarfe (1 Atk. 603). 
It was suggested at one time that the Judicature Acts had 
abolished the distinction between legal and equitable estates, 
but this was held not to be so: Joseph v. Lyons (15 Q. B. D. 
280, 286). Thus, the possibility of all the diversity of equit- 
able estates rested upon the diversity which had been allowed 
to grow up in legal estates. The ordinary legal estate was the 
fee simple, but at a very early date the creation of life estates 
was allowed, and so arose the rules as to reversions and re- 
mainders ; and equity, when it began to deal with interests in 
land, followed suit. Of course, at first the distinction between 


legal and equitable estates was purely one of procedure ; legal 





estates alone were recognized by the common law courts, equit- 
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able estates by the Court of Chancery. But underlying this 
distinction of procedure was the whole system of mortgages 
and trusts, and when the distinction of procedure was 
abolished, the distinction between the estates was kept on foot 
in order to preserve the systems of mortgages and trusts. The 
fundamental! idea of the system of trusts is that the trustee, who 
holds the legal estate, appears to the world as dominus or 





owner; the beneficiary, with his equitable estate, shelters be 


hind him. The relation of mortgagee and mortgagor is differ- 
ent. Here, too, the mortgagee desires to pose as dominus, but 
equity interferes to moderate his claim and to give him merely 
a security for his debt. But the idea in each system is that one 


person—trustee or mortgagee—is dominus before the world; 
the benefic ary or mortgagor is in the second line. 

The proposal is to maintain this system as regards trusts, 
but to emphasize the prestige of the legal estate; so much so 
that, while all the old law as to the successive division of inter- 
ests is kept alive as to beneficial estates, it is to be radically 
altered as to the legal estate, in order that there shall always 
be some person entitled to pose to the world as absolute owner. 
Accordingly, the only estates capable of being created at law 
will be estates in absolute ownership—the Report calls them 
freehold estates in fee simple, a term as to which we have 
already expressed our opinion—and estates for a term of years 
absolute. Rent charges and easements can also be created at 
law, and a charge secured by a term of years. This last in- 
terest we will leave till we come to deal with mortgages. Thus, 
at law land may have an absolute owner and a lessee, and may 
be subject to rent charges and easements; but all other inter- 
ests will take effect in equity only. And the sole object of 
this change is to facilitate the transfer of land. Speaking 
generally, a buyer of land will have to pay regard only to the 
persons thus put forward as having legal] interests—the owner, 
the lessee, the owner of a rent charge, and the owner of an 
easement 

(c) The legal owner may be benef ially entitled for an abso 
lute interest as well; if he is not, then he is either a trustee or 
an owner with a lumited beneficial interest, such as an estate for 
life. But in each case he isto hold, so far as purchasers are con- 
cerned, the absolute interest lf he is a trustee, he will, so it 
is to be enacted, be a trustee for sale: if he is a limited owner, 
this will be under a settlement, and there will be settlement 
trustees Sut in neither case will a purchaser be concerned 
with equitable interests This follows in the case of a trustee 
by requiring him to be a trustee for sale; a purchaser is then 
not concerned to inquire as to the trusts. In the case of a 
settlement, a further formality is necessary; there must be 
trustees to receive the purchase money; but so far as a pur- 
chaser is concerned, there will only be the owner—who, though 
tenant for life, will hold the entire estate—and the trustees. 
Thus, if the system can be made as simple in practice as its 
authors expect, there will be no need to set out all the usual 
details of a settlement—successive interests, jointures, and por- 
tions—these will take effect in equity only, and will not con- 
cern the purchaser. The purchaser will only be concerned 
with instruments stating who is the owner under the settlement 
and who are the trustees of the settlement Possibly the 
abolition of the doctrine of a purchaser having notice of trusts 
would follow automatically ; but whether this is so or not, it 
is proposed formally to abolish it. All this change is, as we 
have said, conceived solely in the interest of purchasers. As 
regards the beneficiaries under trusts and settlements, all the 
complications now incident to the law of real property remain, 
save so far as simplification may be introduced by placing free- 
hold estates on the same footing as leasehold estates. 


(d) The legal interests which it is proposed to allow include 
‘any charge secured by a legal term of years absolute.’’ This 
is introductory to a proposed change as regards mortgages 
which, possibly, is little more than formal, but which un- 
doubtedly will come somewhat as a shock to the practitioner. 
It is proposed ‘‘ to prohibit a mortgage of the fee simple by 
conveyance of the fee simple, to convert existing fee simple 


years.’’ Thus the fee simple—or, to adopt the more appro- 
priate term, the absolute ownership—will remain in the mort- 
gagor, and the mortgagee will have only a legal term. ‘‘ Second 
and subsequent mortgages will be created by further legal terms 
of years, and will be legal mortgages instead of purely equit- 
able securities. On foreclosure or sale, the mortgage term will 
be automatically converted into the fee simple.’’ This quota- 
tion is from the Report of the Committee. The suggested 
creation of successive terms for successive mortgages requires a 
little further explanation, and we have it in Mr. UNDERHILL’s 
pamphlet :— 
“Thus, A. the freeholder could mortgage (1) to B. for a term 
of 1,000 years; (2) to C. for a term of 1,300 years subject to B.’s 
term ; and (3) to D. for a term of 1,400 years subject to C.’s term 
of 1,300. In such a case all four persons would have legal estates, 
with all the protection afforded by legal ownership.” 

This scheme, Mr. UNbERHILL says, was suggested by Mr. 
C. P. Sancer, and no one will deny that it has the merit of 
ingenuity. How it would work in practice it is not easy to 
say without a good deal of consideration, but it appears to have 
a certain degree of plausibility. At present we are accustomed 
to legal mortgages created by conveyance of the fee simple, to 
equitable mortgages in legal form created by conveyance of the 
equity of redemption, and to mere charges. Mere charges will, 
we gather, remain, and will be equitable interests, but second 
mortgages will become legal mortgages, and this may place 
mortgagees in a better position. But, after all, what is wanted 
is not a new and highly, artificial form of conveyancing to re- 
place one which is convenient and well understood. The two 
points to be aimed at by a mortgagee are to secure priority 
and to have a right to possession. We need not point out how 
these are attained under the existing system. The main defect 
at present is the possibility of conflicts as to priority, and 
whether this would be avoided under the proposed system, it 
would be premature to hazard an opinion. In any case, there 
are other ways of avoiding such conflicts than the introduction 
of a new system of mortgage conveyancing. And as to the 
right of a mortgagee to possession, it would be easy to attach 
this right to his security, whether he had any estate or not. 
On the whole, we incline to the opinion that the proposed 
scheme of mortgages is on the same plane as the scheme for 
reforming the law of freeholds. It is an artificial device de- 
signed to avoid the efforts required to place the law on a reason- 
able and intelligible footing. Artificial devices may look well 
on paper, but they cause inconvenience in the present, and it 
may with some confidence be predicted, mean new complications 
in the future. 

/ [ To be contin ued. | 








The Statement of Rates Act, 1919. 
[1].—The Provisions of the Act. 


Ix our first two articles we considered the application of this 
statute, a matter of some difficulty owing to the vagueness of the 
term ‘‘ rates,’’ and the absence of any definition of that term 
in the statute itself. We came to the conclusion that “‘ rates,’’ 
as contemplated by the statuté, must mean rates to meet 
current expenditure imposed by a local authority or a statu- 
tory undertaker possessed of powers compelling the ratepayers 
to accept his services. We saw that the statute only applies 
where a ‘‘ rate,’ so defined, is payable by the owner of the 
premises, instead of the occupier, by virtue of a statutory enact- 
ment, and not where he pays such rate voluntarily, as the result 
of a bargain between himself and the occupier. We also saw 
that, in practice, there are only three clear cases of such a rate, 
so paid: namely (1) poor rates levied on the owner of a small 
tenement in accordance with the Poor Rate Assessment and 
‘ollection Act, 1862; (2) district rates, where levied on the 
owner under section 21] of the Public Health Act, 1875; and 
(3) water rates, where the premises are of less than ten pounds 
annual value. 

Having briefly recapitulated these cardinal points, it now re- 





mortgages into long-term mortgages, and to provide that a 
mortgage shall be effected by the creation of a long term of 


mains merely to summarize very briefly the provisions of the 


statu 
to th 
lord 
rates 
in tl 
demz 
the « 
these 
says 
card, 
of re 
same 
deed 
subst 
equir 
as Ic 
every 
docu 
for t 
and | 
does 
docu: 
have 
elimi 
W 
first ; 
&e. 
rent- 
with 
appli 
(2) r 
the a 
(a) t 
colle: 
Thes 
whol 
Ne 
enun 
know 
there 
whic 
rent- 
clude 
the t 
agen 
ancie 
paid, 
statu 
it is 1 
andi 
On t! 
part 
gene! 
tenal 
benet 
rent- 
statu 
rent ; 
In su 
book 
the t 
to an 
with 
latter 
a 
may 
and 1 
the t 
he ea 
well 
and t 
altho 
rent- 
Th 
for tl 









a 7 F iF 


wo 


d 





Jan. 24, 1920 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.) 421 





~— 





statute. Happily, these are not complex. They refer merely 
to the form in which certain documents, passing between land- 
lord and tenant, must be made out in the case of premises and 
rates to which the statute applies. These documents comprise, 
in the language of the Act, ‘‘ every document containing a 
demand for rent or receipt for rent’’ (section 1 (1)) in 
the case of premises affected. The statute goes on to define 
these terms, ‘‘ demand for rent’’ and “ receipt for rent.’’ It 
says (section 2) that they shall include ‘‘ a rent-book, rent 
card, and any document used for the notification or collection 
of rent due or for the acknowledgment of the receipt of the 


same.’’ ‘The inelegance of the grammar in this statute is, in 
deed, portentous. Reading together sections 1 and 2, and 


substituting for ‘‘ demand for rent ’’ or ‘‘ 
) 


receipt for rent ’’ the 
equivalents given in section 2, we find that section ] (1) reads 
as follows: —‘‘ From and after the date hereinafter named, 
every document containing a rent-book, rent-card, and any 
document used for the notification or collection of rent due or 
for the acknowledgment of the receipt of the same i. 
and soon. How any document can contain a rent-book, &c., 
does not appear! Obviously, however, the ** every 
document containing "’ are mere surplusage: they need not 
have appeared in section 1 (1) at all 
eliminate them in order to make grammar of the section. 

When such elimination of the three superfluous words in the 
first sub-section has been effected, it reads as follows :—‘‘ From, 
&. . . . every words| rent-book, 
rent-card, and any document used shall be dealt 
with in a certain way. It is clear, then, that the statute 
applies to the following classes of documents (1) Rent-books ; 
(2) rent-cards; (3) all other documents ejusdem generis with 
the above, and used for any of the following three purposes 
(a) to notify that rent is due; (4) as part of the machinery of 
collection; (c) as an acknowledgment that it has been paid 
These are, clearly, when the statute 
whole class of documents to which it applies 

Now, as a matter of fact, not a singie one ol the terms just 
enumerated is a term of art. Not one of them has a meaning 
known to conveyancers or defined in law books. Some doubt, 
therefore, is likely to occur as to the precise class of documents 
which may be comprised within these vague terms. As regards 
rent-books, the question at once arises whether the term in 
cludes both the landlord’s private rent-book and that kept by 
the tenant. In ordinary practice the former, in which the 
agent enters the names of the tenants, the length of the ten 
ancies, amounts of rent, dates when due, and whether or not 
paid, is certainly popularly known as his ‘‘ rent-book.’’ But the 
statute probably is not intended to apply to such a book. For 
it is not used as a notification to the tenant that rent is due (a), 
and it is not given to or left with the tenant as a “‘ "(c). 
On the other hand, it may be regarded as within (+), namely, 
part of the machinery of collection of rent due. But the 
general object of the statute is to give certain information to 
tenants, not to preserve a record of it for the owner’s private 
benefit. It would therefore seem that the landlord’s private 
rent-roll is within the 
statute, unless he takes it with him when he calls to collect the 
rent and shews the tenant that he has entered payment therein 
rent 


we yrds 


[ eliminated sur plus 


is closely analyzed, the 


receipt 


not a rent-book ’”’ the meaning of 


In such case, it is submitted, even a landlord’s private “‘ 
book ’’ would become a statutory ‘‘ rent-book But normally 
the term would be confined, presumably, to a rent-book given 
to and kept by the tenant, or kept by the landlord and taken 
with him when he calls for rent or 
latter calls on the landlord to pay rent 

‘* Rent-card ’’ is likewise a term of double significance. It 
may mean a card kept by the landlord for private reference 
and never shewn to the tenant, or it may mean a card sent to 
the tenant when rent is due, or taken with the landlord when 
he calls on the tenant. 
well to treat such ‘‘ rent-card’’ as a statutory 
and to comply with the requirements of the Act in respect of it, 
although the application of the statute to a landlord’s private 
rent-card is by no means certain. 

The final species in this genus, namely, ‘‘ any document used 


for the notification or collection of rent due or for the acknow 


shewn to the tenant 


‘ rent-card,”’ 


In either case, it would probably be | 





We must, therefore, | 





the 


| 


| 


ledgment of the receipt of the same,’’ is likely to create some 
difficulty of interpretation in practice. But it is clear that a 
receipt given for rent, and a letter or other notice sent demand- 
ing rent, must satisfy the statutory obligations. It should be 
noted, however, that by a proviso to section 1 (1), where a 
notice or demand is not complied with and a subsequent notice 
is sent relating to the same rent for the same period, this subse- 
quent notice need not contain the statutory requirements. 
They need only be satisfied once in respect of any single sum 
jue. ‘ It may also be noted in passing that by sub-section (2) 
of section 1, “‘ weekly lettings at inclusive rentals in any 
markets established under or controlled by statute’’ are ex- 
cluded from the operation of the Act ; 

But now, what are those statutory requirements with which 
documents that come within the scope of the Act must apply? 
The simplest plan is to set out the wording of the statute, omit- 
ting unnecessary passages which do not concern our present 
purpose, and then to comment en it. Section 1 (1) runs as 
follows 

a every document containing a demand for rent or 
eipt for rent which includes any sum for rates paid or payable 
statutory it by the owner instead of the occu. 
pier, state either the annual, half-yearly, quarterly, monthly, 
or weekly amount of such rates paid and payable, in accordance 
ith the last demands received by the owner from the rating 
s at the time of making his demand, or giving his receipt 
in respect of the hereditament in question 


under any enactme: 


snail 


suLhoriti 


‘rom this the following points seem to follow : — 

(1) 1f the rent is demanded annually, the rates paid for the 
whole year must be set out. If half-yearly, those for the half- 
“Ti quarterly, mouthly, or weekly, only a proportionate 
part of the rates demanded for the last half-year is to be set 
out. As rates, of course, are paid twice a year, the owner will 
practically always have to make a calculation in order to ascer- 
tain the proportionate part attributable to the period covered 
by the demand. In the case of a quarter, this is simple: ob- 
viously one-half the rate is enough. In the case of a weekly 
tenancy. then one twenty-sixth seems to be obviously right. But 
what about a calendar month? Evidently one-sixth must be 
calculated, although no month is exactly one-sixth of half a 
But a more finical and exact calculation is opposed to 


year 


yeal 
common 
(2) The statute seems to overlook the case of tenancies where 
rent is payable ‘‘ fortnightly.’’ It would seem that in 
such a demand the owner must set out the rent in two weekly 
items, shewing for each of such weeks the amount of rates. 
(3) Of course, another interpretation of the passage quoted 
ove is quite possible. It may be that the owner has an 
option, in the case of a tenancy, to state the whole amount of 
rates paid by him during the past year, half-year, &c., instead 
of stating the proportion due for the period of the tenancy. 
This construction is grammatically quite as natural as any 
othe But the plain meaning of the statute is against it. 
The statute evidently intends the proportion of the gross rent 
rates, to be stated 
or acknowledging 


sense. 


the 


} 


which is attributable to 
the demand, 


how demanded, 
in the document containing 
the receipt. 

It remains only to point out that the penalty for infringement 
of this statutory obligation is a fine not exceeding forty shill- 
ings to be imposed by a court of summary jurisdiction on any 
vrson (not necessarily the owner) who ‘‘ makes a demand for 
rent or gives a receipt for rent in contravention of this Act ”’ 
(section 3): that the statute does not apply to Scotland or 
and that it came into force on the first day of the 
obscurity seems likely to cause a good deal 
eems doubtful whether it will serve any 


lreland 
present month It 
of difficulty, and it 
purpose of real utility 


Lady Crewe Mire. Sidnev Webb and Miss Gertrude Margaret Tuck- 


| have received letters from the Clerk of the Peace, Mr John Dix, 
request them to attend at the Sessions House, Clerk« nwell, in order 
ram, orn in as Justices of the Peace. Miss Tuckwell was sworn 


She was afterwards congratulated by Mr. Lawrie on her 
Lady Crewe and Mrs. Sidney Webb will attend at a 
Miss Gertrude Tuckwell has written a number of works on 


last week 
appointment 
later date. 


industrial subjects, and she completed and edited the Life of Sir 
Charles Dilke, which was begun by Mr. Stephen Gwynn. 
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Reviews. 
The English and Empire Digest. 


Tus Enoursu anp Emptre Dicest, wira Complete AND EXHAUSTIVE 
Awnnorations. Berne a Comptere Dicest oF EVERY EnoiisH Case 
2eportTEeD FROM Earty Tres To THe Present Day, wiTH ADDITIONAL 
Cases rrom THe Courts or ScoTLaND, IreLanp, THe Emptre or INDIA, 
AND THE DoMINIONS BEYOND THE Seas, AND INCLUDING COMPLETE AND 
EXHAUSsTIVe ANNOTATIONS, GIVING ALL THE SUBSEQUENT CaSEs IN 
WHICH JUDICIAL OPINIONS HAVE BEEN GIVEN CONCERNING THE ENGLISH 

Dicestep. Vow. I.—Intropuction, AcTION, ADMIRALTY, 


Cases 
AcricuLture, ALIens, ANIMALS, ARBITRATION. 


Acency. Vor, If 

Butterworth & C« 

So much might be said about this great work that it is difficult to 
know what to select. Projected and, indeed, commenced before 
the war, the enormous task of examining, digesting, and arranging 
the reported cases has been steadily carried on during the war, 
and it has thus become possible to issue the first two volumes in 
the first year after the cessation of hostilities. With the “ Laws 
of England” every practitioner is by this time familiar. The com- 
pleteness of its design, the soundness and lucidity of the text, 
and the convenience of the arrangement have given it a place 
perhaps unique among legal compilations in this country. The 
yresent Digest is the natural sequel to and complement of the 
Ewe of England, but it has been planned on a still more complete 
and extensive scale. Not only the English reports from the 
earliest time have been laid under cenhalidthion but cases have 
been included from Scotland, Jreland, India, and the Oversea 
Dominions ; and apart from the work of digesting—a task demand- 
ing ability and industry of no mean order—very great skill and 
ingenuity has been expended in order to place the materials before 
the reader in the most convenient form. 

A work of this kind demands the zealous co-operation of a great 


body of fellow-workmen rhe names of some are upon the title- 


pages. Lord Haussury, under whose guidance “The Laws of 
England” was produced, appears as Editor-in-Chief of the present 
Digest ; and Sir Tuomas Wittes Cuitty, who was managing editor 


of the earlier work, fills the same position here, a fact which in 
itself is a safe guarantee of its excellence. ‘The list of Associate 
Editors and Advisory Board contains the names of judges and 
lawyers from all parts of the British Empire ; and the list of the 
Sub-Editorial Statf shews that the Managing Editor has competent 
assistants. But Sir Tuomas Writes Cuitty has by no means con- 
fined his activities in the work to the task of editing. In addition 
to the very interesting Introduction which he ceontributes, he 
assumes responsibility for the Titles “ Agency’ (assisted by Mr. 
A. W. Baker Wetrorp) and “ Arbitration’ (assisted by Mr. 
Licgutwoop), and a glance at the latter title, which fills more than 
half of Vol. II., will shew the extent of the burden which he has 
assumed. The title ‘‘ Action "’ is by the late Master of the Rolls, 
Mr. Unperuitt, and Mr. Baker Wetrorp; “ Admiralty,” by Lord 
Mersey, Mr. EB. S. Roscor, and Mr. G. M. Epwarpes Jones; 
“ Agriculture,” by Mr. R. E. Ross; “ Aliens,” by Mr. Licntwoop ; 
and *‘ Animals,"’ by Mr. C. L. Artensporovucu. But the work of 
these gentlemen has only been rendered possible by the carefully 
organized labour of collecting, arranging, and classifying the 
necessary materials performed by the publishers’ staff behind the 
public ity of the ttle pages. 

The utility of a digest is apparent to every lawyer ; its necessity 
is dictated by the voluminous nature of the reports, and the binding 
authority of the decisions which they contain. It is, as Sir T. 
WILLes CHittry points out in the Introduction, the great distinction 
between the legal system of the English-speaking nations and the 
Continental peoples that in the former the principle of stare decisis 
prevails; in the latter the force of precedents is not admitted. 
Indeed, the Codes of Prussia and Austria provide that judgments 
shall not have the force of law. Since, therefore, with us and in 
the United States, arguments and judgments are alike founded on 
previous decisions, it is essential for the lawyer to have these 
collected and arranged in a form which renders them readily 
accessible. To a large extent this help is given by text-books ; 
but as a rule the text-books only give references and do not enable 
the cases cited to be considered and weighed. To do this com- 
pletely, no doubt, actual consultation of the report is necessary. 
But this involves access to hundreds of volumes, and the half-way 
house of a digest goes far to meet the lawyer's requirements. 
Digests, of course, are nothing new, As soon as the importance 


of judicial decisions was appreciated, abridgments and digests 
came into being, and in successive forms have ministered to the 
needs of generations of lawyers. The latest digest—and one, we 
ire glad to remember, which is still current—is Mews  ; but the 
field is always open to enterprise, and this new undertaking 
founded, as it is, upon a fresh examination of all the reports, and 
with ite wealth of annotations, and its accompaniment, page by 
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page, of cases from the Empire outside England, is upon a scale 
which has not hitherto been attempted. 

Further information as to the scheme of the digest and the 
manner in which it has been executed the reader will discover by 
an examination of these two volumes—an examination which he 
will find full of interest. Detailed criticism of the Titles it would 
be impossible for us to attempt. The title “ Aliens’’ starts with 
Calvin’s case (7 Co. Rep. 1 c), the foundation of the common law 
on the subject, and traces, among other things, the rights of aliens 
in real and personal property. The notion that alien infidels were 
perpetui inimici, which found expression in that case, has happily 
long been repudiated. “I think,” said Wirus, J., in Omychund 
v. Barker (1 Atk. 21), ‘‘ the devils themselves could noi 
have suggested anything worse.”” This is one of the many dicta 
which enliven the pages of the work. So again, in Harris v. 
Mitchell (2 Vern. ), under “Arbitration,” it was said to be a 
distrusting of God’s providence to leave matters to chance, and in 
this and succeeding cases the choice of an umpire by lot was held 
to be bad. But, as we have said, we cannot pretend to discuss the 
contents in detail. It must be sufficient to add that under 
‘Aliens ” the cases down to 1st January, 1919, on trading with 
aliens which the recent war_has produced are fully digested. The 
test of a work of this kind is in the using of it, and to that test 
practitioners will do well to put it. Certainly no effort has been 
spared by the editorial staff, the contributors and the pwblishers 
to make it a great success, and a great success we have no doubt it 
will be. 





Books of the Week. 


Almanack.—The New Hazell Annual and Almanack for 1920 
By T. A. Incram, M.A., LL.D. Thirty-fifth Year of Issue. Henry 
Frowde. Hodder & Stoughton (Limited), 6s. net. 


Minnesota Law Review. January, 1920. Law School of the 
University of Minnesota. 40 c. 


League of Nations.—The League. The Journal of the 
League of Nations Union. January, 1920. The League of Nations 
Union. 6d. The Covenant. A Quarterly Journal of the League o f 
Nations. January, 1920. Hodder & Stoughton (Limited). 3s. 6d. 





Correspondence. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly ‘Reporter.] 


_ Sir,—Mr. Fulton's letter, in your issue of to-day, raises a very 
important matter for a very large number of the members of the 
profession. I refer to his submission that the sanctioned increase 
in costs for non-contentious probate work is limited to 20 per cent., 
and accordingly that such work will ‘not carry the 334 per cent. 
increase, 

Mr, Fulton admits that the Order permitting the 20 per cent. 
increasé in costs for what has (in general) been comprehensively 
termed “ litigious work” has hitherto been construed to exclude 
costs incurred in obtaining probate under seal ; and there is little 
doubt that that Aas been the construction put upon the Order 
generally. 

Mr. Fulton seems at least to shew that there is doubt as to 
whether the profession is entitled to charge the 554 for such probate 
work; and, if so, surely the Law Society should posnptly take 
appropriate steps to have that doubt set at rest. 

If we are to take Mr. Fulton's letter as representing the official 
view of the Public Trustee Office, that is a further reason that the 
point should be authoritatively and promptly determined ; for oi 
course the Public Trustee constantly deals (as client) with a very 
large number of costs in non-contentious probate matters ; and ii 
solicitors acting for the Public Trustee are to be regarded as entitled 
to an increase of 20 per cent. only upon such bills, there is littl 
hope of the 334 rule a ores in other cases. 

t surely, therefore, behoves the profession at large to see that 
prompt representations by the Law Society are made in the proper 
quarter to establish what appears to have been intended—namely, 
that non-contentious probate work should come within the Order 
for the 334 per cent. increase. B, Bunker. 

83, Church-road, Hove, 17th January. 


[To the Editor of tae Solititors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I think Mr. Fulton is wrong in his contention that the 
combined effect of the two Orders as to increase in remuneration 
justifies the addition of 20 per cent. in respect of costs of probate 
and other common form business. 
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Order 65, Rule 10a, only provides a 20 per cent. increase for 
“fees prescribed by this Order —that is, Order 65. 

The fees for probate and other non-contentious business are not 
provided by Order 65, but by an Order dated 5th February, 1874, 
made pursuant to the Court of Probate Act, 1857, and no Order has 
yet been made for any increase in respect of the fees there provided, 

A. W. Porter 

83, Windsor-road, Holloway, N. 7, 20th January 


Rent Restriction Act, December, 1919. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—We do not see in this new Act any definition of the word 

landlord "’ as used in Section 1 (1) (c). 

In the case of a dwelling-house vested in trustees under the 
Settled Lands Acts, for instance, who is the “ landlord “—the 
trustees or the tenant for life? Srarkes & Uo 

Upper Paul-street, Exeter, 19th January 
|‘ Landlord” does not seem to be defined for the purposes of the 

Rent Restriction Acts—which must all construed togethe 

except by Section 2 (1) (d) of the Act of 1915, where it is detined 

to include persons deriving title under tli original landlord, a 

definition which was restricted by the Act of 1918, repealed by 

the recent Act of 1919. Apparently the term. means the person 
who actually grants the lease or tenancy agreement.—Eb. 8.J.| 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


ISAACS ~. TITLEBAUM. No. 2. 12th January. 


Emercency Le&GIsLation—LaNbLorp AND ‘Tenant—Recovery or Pos 
SESSION—*‘ STANDARD RENT taTEs AND ‘Laxes Paty By LANDLORD 
INCREASE oF RENT AND MortGace LNTeReEst (War ResTRICTIONS) ACI 
(5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 97), s. 1, sUB-SECTION.3; 3. 2, SUB-SECTION 1 (A) (C) 
INCREASE OF Rent AND Mortcace Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1919 
(9 Geo. 5, c. 7), s. 4 (A). 

Where a landlord lets premises 
charge covering rates, which the landlord undertakes to pay, that charge 
is rent, and the amount of the rates is not deductable jor the pur poe 
‘standard rent as depned in the Rent Restriction 





charging the tenant an inclusive 


of; computing the 
«lcte. 


Westminster and General Properties and Investment Co. v. Simimonu 


(1919, W. N. 241, 35 7’. L. R. 669) approved, 


Appeal by the defendant from an order of Bailhache, J. The play 
tiff Isaacs verbally let to the defendant in January, 1914, certain pr 
mises situate in St. George’s-in-the-East, at a rent of 29s. a week, it 
being agreed that the plaintiff should pay all rates and taxes, The 
defendant entered into possession and paid the 29s. a week until 25th 
December, 1918, after which date the rent was increased to 3ls. 6d 
At the end of October, 1919, the landlord gave the tenant notice that 
he required the premises. The defendant, who carried on the business 
of a ladies’ tailor, being unable to find other premises, refused to turn 
out, and on 8th November last the writ in the action was issued. 
The defendant claimed that he was protected by the Increase of Rent, 
&c., Acts, 1915-19. An affidavit was put in from which it appeared 
that in the Stepney borough valuation list the gross rateable value of 
the premises was £49, and the net rateable value £41. On this valua 
tion the rates would amount to £20 8s., and, deducting that sum from 
the £75 8s. he paid his landlord a year, the rent would be £55. If 
that was the correct view, then the “standard rent”’’ was less than 
£70, and the Act afforded a defence to the claim for possession. The 
Master in chambers made an order for possession, and his order was 
affirmed by the Judge. The question was considered by Bray, J., in 
Westminster and ‘General Properties and Investment Co. (Limited) and 
Another v. Simmons (reported 1919, W. N. 241), and he held in the case 
before him that the fact that the lessor undertook the burden of paying 
the rates did not give any right to the tenant to a deduction of the 
amount of the rates from the rent in order to ascertain the standard 
rent. The rent remained that provided by the lease and the defendant 
was not protected. That case was indistinguishable from the present 
case, and therefore this appeal was in substance against the decision of 
Bray, J. In support of the appeal it was urged that the Court had 
power to inquire whether the words used by the parties to an agre« 
ment mneant in law the same as the meaning ordinarily attac hed te 
them, and it was therefore open for this Court to ascertain if the pay 
ment of 29s. a week described as rent by the parties was in fact in 
law the standard rent Admittedly, if the 29°. a week including 
rates) paid by the defendant was all rent within the meaning of the 
Rent Restriction Acts, then it was beyond the limit (£70) imposed by 
the Act of 1919, and that Act was no defence to the claim. On the 
other hand, if the defendant’s contention was sound, and the amount he 


paid his landlord for rates was not ‘rent,’ although referred to as 
rent, the decision of the learned Judge was wrong. in support of this 
contention it was pomted out that a failure by the landiord to pay the 
rates would render the defendant directly liable to pay the local 
authority. But while that was so, it was admitted that the landlord 
could restrain for the full amount as rent It had never been decided 
whether in such a ise the landlord could be indicted for levying an 
excessive restraint, but 1 view of the definition of rent as given in the 
text books, the point would, at least, appear to be an arguable one. 
Counsel for the ntiff was not called upon 
Bankes, L.J giving judgment, after stating the facts, said that 
lefence to the landlord’s claim for possession it occurred to the 
tenant that th rent must include something which was not rent, 
and he got rateable value of the premises from the valuation lists 
of the borough, and worked out what the landlord would be called on 
to pay in rates and taxes. He found that the balance the landlord 
would thus be entitled to retain as rent would be £55, or a sum lesa 
than £70. If he could establish that the 29s. a week he was paying 
was not all “ rent so that his rent was less than £70, he would be 
entitled to the benefit given by the Act That was the short point the 
Court had to decide. The answer, he thought, was that the tenant had 
agreed to pay, and did pay, this sum weekly as rent, and there was no 
foundation whatever for the suggestion that he was entitled to sever 
the weekly payment into two sums, one to be described as ‘* rent 
proper, and the other as rates When the Legislature was fixing the 
rent in respect of tl house ! hich the tenant could claim protection, 
they intends , in the case in which the landlord paid the rates out 
ot he wlusive charye e the tenant, the harge should be the 
rr it} e meaning of the Rent Restriction Acts That was 
rovision in the Acts which enacted that 
vhen the landlord paid the rates chargeable on a dwelling-house, and 
these rates were increased, he could increase the rent so long as the 
increase did not « d any increase in the amount for the time being 
payable by hit ! spect of such rates over the corresponding amount 
paid in the per ided 3rd August, 1914. The point raised 
by the defenda vas unarguable, and the appeal failed 
scruTTON and Atk. L.JJ., agreed, and the appeal was dismissed 
h costs.—Counsen, for the defendant, Coombe; for the plaintiff, 
Sottcrrors, Liddle & Liddle; Harris, Chetham, & Cohen 
> 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


POULSON v. JOHN JARVIS & SONS (LIM.). No. 1. isth and 19th 


November; 17th December, 


lear! pparent Trom tlhe 


MASTER AND SERVANT—NEGLIGENCE OF SERVANT—LLIRE OF SERVICES OF 
WorRKMAN BY ‘Temporary EmpLoyern—ConTroL Or WORKMAN 
LIABILITY OF PERMANENT EMPLOYER. 

j a ntract between a | if team owners and the 
uh department, the services of @ workman and 
ed from the employer by the department to do work in 
Lhe workman was instructed by the representative to move 
loaded ralway wagons out of a dock shed, and marshal them ona siding 
te While so occupied he wag guilty of negligence causing an 
ent by which the pant was se riously injured, 
ld, that the control of the workman, th ugh not in fact exer wed 
nained in the permanent employer, u ho waa therefore 
mages for hia servant's negligence 
lasker (23 7. 1. BR 259) followed 
Appeal by the detendants trom a decision olf GU , J., asking for 
judgment a trial on appeal trom a triat of an action for damages 
for negligence ithout a jury The defendants appealed on the ground 
that at the time the ident happened the workman by whose negli 
gence it was caused 1s Hot under their control, but under that of the 

‘linistry of Munitions, to whom he had been lent Tne Ministry was 

engaged im uni ading a steamer loaded with steel billet in the King ; 

Dock, Liverpool, ana contracted through their representative with the 

defendants tor the services of one of their men and two horses. The 

man. Davies, was sent to the dock, and instructed by the representa 
tive of the Ministry to use the horses to take out loaded wagons on tw 
the railway lines outside the dock shed, where they were being loaded. 

Having taken the wagons outside, it was his duty to marshal them in 

a train ready to be taken away by a locomotive. In so doing, and 

without giving any warning, he set wagons in motion, and suddenly 

closed up an open space across the line which had been open all day, 

and was used by persons on business in the docks. The plaintiff, a 

stevedore was passing out of a door across this space, when he was 

: r by the moving : agon, and seriously injured. The learned judge 

a pr =A = tiff hy not been guilty of negligence, and this 

ing Wwé ( allenges Davies said that he did not know that a 
door opposite to the space across the line was being used. It was sug 
gested that the accident was due to the negligence of the Ministry in 
not employing two men in these shunting operations, one to give warn 





ing to passers-by, but there was no finding on this point. The learned 
Judge held that the defendants were liable for the consequences of their 
servant's negligence, and awarded £2,120 damages. The defendants 
appealed. Cur. adv. vult 
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sused the accident 
of the eviden e, and 
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dence in full It wa however, 
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relied on the decision in Donovan 
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Burnett (6 M. & W. 699) was an 
and Corporation of Liverpool (14 
he C Appeal in Donovan 
issed the facts in these and 
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that he should 
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Greer, J., 
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appeal must fail 

ti vctu mtrol of persons in the 
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» the fact that the 
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629 while 
(/uarman V 
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and 


nearly approa 
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Vayor of Liverpool 
hirer was the master 
of Munitions or the 
have the power of 
belonging to the 
man in charge of the 
thought the decision of 
muuld be dismissed 


were 


that the 
Ministry 
t the eh mild 
uld manage the horses 
have put anothey 
He (his lordship 
ind the appeal shi 


the 


former 


either 


with 


J., delivered judgment to the same effect 
K.C and Laytor Viller, K.C . and Sinale 
t, Cunliffe, & Blake, for Edward Lloyd, 
Tri f Dixon, & Barrell 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
DEWES wv. FITCH. Eve, J 


TrRape—Manacine CLrerK—COVENANT 
lime—Rapivus or Seven MILES 


2th Dece mber. 


NOT TO 
REASON 


lerkal Pp with the plaints ff, a 
vanted that he would 
the town 


/ 


engagement the 


not 
hall 
dete 


, 
les of 


onably 
publi 


the defendant 
contravention of en 
plaintiff In 1899 


vithin a certau 
the defendant with t 
junior clerk to the plaint i ho was a s it 
th In May, 1903, the defendant 
vith the plaintiff for five years, 
the plaintiff was in 
licitor within the bor 
evious consent in writit of the plaintiff 
1908 between the part the defendant agrs 
lor ich ionger term as! ht be agreed 
practise at Tamworth, to 
business. By a further agreement, 
defendant agreed that he 
determination of the 


entered int 
and covenanted 
practice at Tam 
within eight 


n as 


upon 
tinue to serve as 
not on th: 
term of three years or any 


vould 





made on: 


extended term as therein provided, either alone or jointly with any 
other person, directly or indirectly, be engaged or manage or ) Co 
erned in the office, profession or business of a solicitor within a radius 
of seven miles of the town hal! of Tamworth, but the defendant was to 
be at liberty to carry on the legal business of a specified miners 
association at Tamworth or within the specified radius The plaintfi's 
practice, which included conveyancing, extended over the whole of the 
area, and during the time that the defendant was managing clerk to 
the plaintiff he was in personal contact with the latter's chents. On 
Oth June, 1914, the plaintiff determined the defendant's engagement, 
and since that date the defendant continued to reside at ‘lamworth 
On 24th June, 1919, the defendant appeared before the magistrates sit 
ting at the town hall at Tamworth on behalf of former chents of the 
plaintiff, with the intention of breaking his agreement in order that 
its validity might be tested, and thereupon the plaintiff commenced this 


sible dem 
authority 
of the co’ 
relating t 
reasoning 
aflording 
come ther 
interests « 
it is reasc 
the intere 
public,”” s 
Now, hov 
a single i 
He may té 
can be tra 
subject t 
defendant 
during hi: 
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Maugham 
SoLIcrToR 
worth; S, 
ingham. 


action 
Eve, J., after stating the facts, said: Such being the relationship 
of the parties down to Wth June, 1914, when the restrictive covenant 
with which this action is concerned came into operation, 1 now turn 
|His lordship read the clause in the agreement 
and continued The exception tacked on at 
the end of the clause relates to a personal appomtment which the 
defendant held as solicitor for the South Warwickshire Miners’ Ass 
ciation. The first thing to do is to construe the restriction. I do not 
think h difficulty It is a restriction which in effect 
restrains the defe the rest of his life from practising as 4 
& principal or agent, within the area included in a 
radius of seven miles from the town hall of Tamworth. The draughts 
manship may be open to a suggestion of verbosity, but the meaning 
i in my vpinion, tolerably plain. The ques 
{s this restriction reasonable both in reference to the 
contracting parties and in reference to the interests 
Il am extremely anxious not to make any unnecessary 
the literature for which this question, framed in words 
of Lord Parker's speeches, is already responsible, and 
I will as. far as possible confine myselt to language 
literature I have just referred to; but in order to shew 
is appropriate | ought perhaps to state a lew 
restriction includes ‘lamworth, a borough 
Lichtield, a city of about 6,000 souls, and 
eral scattered villages occupied, for the most part, by a mining popu 
lation aggregating about another 7,000 persons. The plaintiff's prac- 
tice extends over the whole area, in that clients come to him from most 
trom Lichfield, and, of from Tamworth itsel! 
includes a substantial advocacy practice, and this was largely con 
ducted by thedefendant. The plaintiff deposed to what is perhaps in 
the nature of common knowledge, that in such circumstances communi 
ties such as Tamworth, where most of the inhabitants are fairly weil 
known to intimate knowledge of their neighbour's company, 
affairs is either its acquisition eagerly desired, by a Sdeed betr 
majority of the residents. It is therefore a community m which the be constr 
seal of professional has to be most jealously guarded and the Units 
wherein any indiscreet disclosure on the part of an adviser might pe alia) an 1 
attended with disastrous consequences. Of clients drawn from such a within th 
community) f their affairs the defendant, by reason of his by every 
ployment by the plaintiff, has obtained such personal knowledge and authorize 
him, if allowed to compete, to take advan sing intere 
and to utilize the information he has obtained non-resid 
whil confide ntially employed by the plaintiff. When, therefore, he the tax / 
left the employ of the plaimtiff, he left it equipped with two types of guarantor 
property Phe one, professional see rets, names of clients and all such Held. 1 
ul ings as, to use Lord Shaw’s words in Morrie v. Saxelby (1916, 1 A. ¢ the pe: 
714 den objective knowledge. ‘These, adds ) Shaw, 
a ay not be ive! way ~~ A BE < rut _ —— ined. 1 Baws there wai 
sg y by ‘ ; \ ieoren . 7? American 
rule of public interest which prevents a transfer of 
the master’s will befng restrained.’’ The other type of The pl 
the skill and mental ability which he had acquired and dants un¢ 
developed largely with the assistance of the plaintiff, but which, as Tonopah 
Lord Shaw goes on to emphasize, are not his master’s property, but of the se 
his own. No public interest compels the rendering of these dormant defendan' 
or sterile or unavailing. Such being the position, | cannot bring my plaintiffs 
self to hold that the restraint affords more than adequate protection the sum | 
to the party in favour it is imposed, or that it was not in th on £500 
interest of the co restrict himself for the sake of the tial facts 
advantages he has obtained by so doing. He has been educated and follows : 
trained in his p he has been introduced to a large body of mamed ra 
ents, and given every opportunity of disclosing to them the skill and at the ra 
lity of which he is px This equipment and these advantage the abov: 
away with him, and the only restriction imposed upon him vided the 
shall not his objective knowledge within the 1 pay to th 
free to outside the restricted area, th: Tailway « 
e knowledge, and so much of his objective know sum or s 
relates to the affairs of clients of his former employer wh default. 
elect t& employ him It is said that the restriction is not reasonable indenture 
in the interests of the contracting parties, because it is imposed for thereunde 
the whole of the defendant's life; but when attempts were made by be taken 
ippearing for him to suggest what would be a _ reasonable of the di 
limitation from their their proposals did not agree, and pany. 8 
in the end the objection on this ground resolved itself into this—that of Ameri 
if the plaintiff's business were wholly discontinued the restriction the case | 
would be superfluous, and of no use to anybody, and that therefore amount t! 
the restraint was more than was requisite for the plaintiff’s protection. the 
{ cannot agree with this. I think the argument founded on the pos 


to consider its terms 
of 17th August, 1912, 


this presents m 
dant for 
either as 


solicitor 


and effect of the clause are, 
tion then 
interests of the 
of the publi 
contribution to 
taken trom one 
in answering it 
culled from the 
that the languaye 
turther facts Lhe area ot 
of some 7,000 inhabitants, 


arise 


High 
INDIAN . 
CONS 
9th L 
Conriicr 
GUARAD 
Depuct 
. The de 
mttrest o 


Villages course, 


another, an 


one 


posse ed, or 


conhdence 


ail em 
influence as would enable 
tage of the plaintiff, 


are minated 


and there is no 
them against 
prope rty 


Was 


whose 


venantor to so 
ifessior 


ssessed. 
, 
I ‘% 
is that he employ 
stricted area. He is left 

whole of his subject 


led ae as 


irries 


use, 


counsel 


point of view, 


- ee = er Ww 


» Jan. 24, 1920 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.) 225 








sible demise of the business is too far-fetched, and in the absence of | 
authority to support the suggestion that a duration for the whole life 
of the covenantor is sufficient in itself to make 4 restrictive agreement 
relating to a profession unreasonably wide, I am content to adopt the 
reasoning of Tindal, C.J., in Hitchcock v. Coker (6 A. & E. 454), as 
affording sufficient reason for coming to the opposite conclusion. L 
come therefore to the conclusion that the contract is reasonable in the 
interests of the parties, and the only matter which remains is whether 
it is reasonable in the interests of the public. ‘‘To be reasonable in 
the interests of the public it must be in no way injurious to the 
public,” said Lord Parker in Morris v. Saxelby (1916, A. C. 707). 
Now, how does this restriction affect the public! It does not prevent 
a single individual from availing himself of the defendant’s services. 
He may take all his business to the defendant so long as «t is business that 
can be transacted outside the restricted area. It has not been disputed, 
subject to the question of duration, that a restriction preventing the 
defendant from acting for any person who was a client of the plaintiff 
during his employment would be valid. But such a restriction would 
impose a far greater disability on the defendant towards the public, in 
that it would prevent all those members of the public who had resorted 
to the plaintiff during the defendant's employment from availing them 
selves of the defendant’s services. Under the existing restriction, as | 
have already pointed out, it is open to every member of the public to 
resort to the defendant for the transaction of any business other than 
jegal business which must be transacted within this limited and 
sparsely populated area, and [ cannot think that a restraint which 
inconveniences the public to so insignificant an extent as that can 
seriously be said to be injurious to the public. In my opinion the 
restraint is,a valid and enforceable one, and the plaintiff is entitled to 
the injunction he asks for, and to the costs of the action.—Counset, 
Maugham, K.C., and Henry Johnston; Clayton, K.C., and Harman 
Soicirors, Andrew, Wood, Purves, d& Sutton, for J. H. Dewes, Tam 
worth ; Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., for James Barton & Kentish, Birm 
ingham. 


(Reported by 8. E.. Wittiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—K ing’s Bench Division. 
INDIAN AND GENERAL INVESTMENT TRUST (LIM.) v. BORAX 


CONSOLIDATED (LIM.). Sankey J. 12th and 13th November; 
9th December. 


Conrticr or Laws—Enoiisu Conrractr—Lex Loci CONTRACTUS 
GUARANTY—PAYMENT OF INTEREST— FOREIGN INCOME Tax 
DepvuctION. 


_ Lhe defendants, an English company, guaranteed the payment of 
mterest on the sum of £500,000 advanced by the plaintiffs, an English 
company, to an American railway company. /t was agreed by th 
tdeed between the parties that the deed, and all rights under it, should 
be construed and regulated by the law of England, Jn 1916 and 1917 
the United States of America passed income tax lawa imposing (inter 
alia) an income tax of 2 per cent. upon income received from all sources 
within the United States vy every individual non-resident alien, and 
by every corporation, joint stock company, or association organized, 
duthorized, or existing under tne laws of any foreign country, includ 
ving interest on bonds, notes or other interest bearing obligations of 
non-residents, corporate or otherwise. The raulway company deducted 
the tax from their payment of interest. In an action against the 
gearantors, 

Held, that the qguarantora were liable jor the amount deducted by 
the railway company, as the contract was an English contract, and 
there was no express or implied agreement that the provisions of the 
American Taxing Act should be enforceable in England. 

The plaintiffs claimed £1,475 due to the plaintiffs from the defen 
dants under an indenture dated 24th November, 1905, made between the 
Tonopah and Tidewater Railway Co. of the first part, the defendants 
of the second part, and the plaintiffs of the third part, whereby the 
defendants covenanted with the plaintiffs to pay or make good to the 
Plaintiffs any default of the Tonopah Co. in paying to the plaintiffs 
the sum of £12,500 half-yearly, being interest at 5 per cent. per annum 
on £500,000 advanced by the plaintiffs to the Tonopah Co. The essen 
tial facts, as stated in the written judgment of Sankey, J., were as 
follows :—The plaintiffs advanced a sum of £500,000 to the above 
Mamed railway company, who agreed to pay interest thereon in Londou 
at the rate of 5 per cent. The rights or the parties were regulated by 
the above-named indenture of 24th November, 1905 Clause 8 pro 
Vided that if the railway company made default, the Borax Co. would 
pay to the plaintiffs (as trustees for certain debenture holders of the 
Tailway company) at the times and in manner therein mentioned the 
sum or sums of money on which the railway company should make 
default. By clause of the indenture it was provided that the 
indenture should be construed, and the rights of all parties claiming 
thereunder be regulated, by the law of England, and all legal powers to 

taken against the railway company should be seryed at the offices | 
of the defendant company, which was an English incorporated com 
pany. Subsequently, in the years 1916 and 1917, the United States 
of America passed certain income tax laws, and the point at issue in 

@ case was whether the railway company were entitled to deduct the 
amount they had paid for income tax to the United States Government 

the sums they agreed to pay the plaintiffs for interest, it being 
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mitended on their behalf that the company was a company incorporated 
n America, and that they were bound by the said Acts, and entitled 
thereunder to deduct and withhold tax at the rate of 2 per cent. from 
the payment of the interest mentioned 

Sankey, J., after stating the above. facts, said 
called before him, and the facts were not disputed, the question ol 
liability alone being argued. It was only necessary to reiterate that 
the contract, and the rights of all parties thereunder, were to be 
reyulated by the law of England, and that the sum due for interest 
was payable in London. It might be stated as a general proposition 
that an agreement by A to pay B a certain sum was not discharged 
by the payment to B of a less amount, and the payment of the balance 
to C, unless authorized by statute or common law, or an express vl 
implied stipulation between the partic by sections 102 and 103 of 
the English Income ‘lax Act, 1842, there was an authorization to 
make a deduction of income tax from the payment of yearly interest 
of money, and pro tanto the debtor was discharged of his debt. There 
was no Act of Parliament to the same effect, allowing payment of 
income tax to another country to be reckoned as a discharge. The 
common law did not authorize such a deduction. In Story @ Conflict 
of Laws (8th ed., p. 488) it was said: “A discharge of a contract 
by the law of the place wher the contract was not made, or to be 
performed, will not be a discharge of it im any other country.’ His 
lordship also cited Smith Buchanan (1800, 1 Kast), Spiller v. Turner 
(45 W R. 549, 1897, 1 Ch. 911), and Jacobs v. Credit Lyonnais, 
32 W. R. 761, 1 Q. B. VD. 589) Whilst it was the duty of an 
English court to enforce an English taxing Act, it was no part of 
its duty to enforce a taxing Act of another country He had come 
to the conclusion that there was no Statute, or principle of common 
law, which justified the defendants in their refusal to pay. Admit 
tedly, there was nu express stipulation between the parties, and the 
defendants were not justified in reading into that Mnglish contract 
an implication that the plaintiffs agreed that the provisiius of an 
American taxing Act should be enforceable against them in England. 
The implication was just the other way. The contract’ expressly 
provided that it should be* construed, and that the rights of all 
persons claiming thereunder should be regulated by the law of Eng 
land. The railway company ed to be bound in all things by 
the jurisdiction of the English courts, and that service of the writ 
upon the defendants in London should be deemed to be good and 
effectual service upon the railway company It was impossible to 
hold that a contract so expressed impliedly incorporated a right in 
the railway company to deduct Americar income tax from the sums 
they had agreed to pay in London, in accordance with English law 
The plaintiffs’ contention was correct, and they were entitled to 
judgment—CounseL, Leslie Scott, K.C., and Latter, for the plain- 
tiffs; Finlay, K.C., and Bremner, for the defendants SOLICITORS, 
Maddison Stirling d& Humm; Ashurat, Morria, Criap d& Co 


Reported by G. H. Kwyorr, Barrister-at Law.) 


No evidence was 
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L. (OTHERWISE B.) v. L. Horridge, J. 11th December. 
Practice—MarriaGe 1x Honokonc—Proor or Marriace By Pro 
DUCTION OF MARRIAGE ORDINANCE OF HONGKONG 

Ilan yl mg ia proved by the yp duction of 

f Hongkong 1875, No. 7 
This was a wife's suit for nullity of marriage on the ground of the 
respondent's impotence, and a decree nisi, with costs, was pronounced 


The ceremony of marriage took ‘place at the English Church, The Peak, 
Hongkong, on 18th November, 1916. Counsel for petitioner submitted 


1 marriage celehreted 


the mearriag rdinance 
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that the marriage was proved by producing the Marriage Ordinance of 





Hongkong of 1875, No. 7 (referred to in the Laws of Hongkong, Vol. 1, 
p 234) 

Horripce, J., | ng inspected the certificate of marriage, found the | 
marriage proved.-CounseL, Bayford, K.C. Soticrrors, Bird &: Bird. 
{Reported by C. G. Tatsot-Powsonsy, Barrister-at-Law.] 

SMITH rv. SMITH AND ARMSTRONG. Sir H. Duke, P. 17th December. 
PRacticy—AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE ON RESPONDENT AND Co-RESPONDEN' 
Proor or Ipentitry | 
lt «a3 essary that the person who serve th etition and citatior 
nm the sp ndent and ¢ respondent hould have the eapol lent and 
co-reay ndent properly identihed to fam. and he muat de pose to thie 
fart en hia afhdavit of ervice 
Thi as a husband suit for divorce, on the ground of the wites 
adultery with the co-respondent mamed The adultery wa proved to 
the itistacti of the Court but thers was no evidence that the 
parties erved if the petition and citation were in tact the 
respondent and respondent in the lits, but there was an affidavit 
of service on t file of the court 
Sir H. Duke, P., said that the deponent must show in his affidavit 
that the respondent and co-respondcnt were identified to him as the 
parties in the ut, and adj yurned the use for this to be done He 
wished solicitors to know that this course was necessary in future 
Counsen, Lucius hiffe Souiciror, J. ¢ arnegte, 
[Reported by C. G. Tatsor-Ponsonsy, Barrister-at-Law.] 
QUINN v. QUINN, Sir H. Duke, P. 17th December. 
Pracrice—Wir Surr—ResPonDEN1 A Mrnorn—SeRVICE ON 
ResPponpent IN Presence or His GoarpiAnN—Orper ror Costs 
AGAINst RESPONDENT 
Service or r must be effected / n the presence of 
natural quardian, / an order for f can be made against him 
/ i the m yeu A he 


althoug/ he wan asa be 7] 
can lawfully contract 


This was a w 


ife’s suit for a divorce from her husband on the ground 


ot his incestuous adultery with her hall-sister Lhe suit was 
undefended, and the incestuous adultery was proved to the satis 
faction of the Court. The respondent was a minor, born on 13th 
March, 1900, and had not appeared He had been served with the 
petition and citation in the preset f his mother and his step 
father. Questions ar (1) as regard sufficiency of such service, 
2) whether it wa imbent on the petitioner to take steps to secure 
the representation of the responde by his guardian ad litem before 
a decree could be pronounced, and (4) whether an order for costs 
could be made against the respondent as he was a minor Counsel for 
the petitioner submitted that the servi vas sufficient, and that it 
was not incumbent on t petit r t take steps to secure the 
respondent representatior Ile referred to Divorce Rule 105, and 
the rules relating to service—i.¢., Divor Rules 10 and following, and 
to Raya n Divoree, ] 113 5 On the question of costs, 
an order fot ts could be made again + minor respondent. A minor 
co-respondent had been condemned costs: see Brocklebank v. 
Brocklebank (27 T. L. R. 569 

Sir H. Duke, P., said that the res) lent, although a minor, wa 
capable of contracting marriage, ith all its incidents. He had 
properly been mad i party to the pr ecdings for divi rce, and Ser 
vice had been effected on him in the presence of his natural — 
his mother and tep father Su service vould have been —— 

good service by the F iastical Courts : Cooper v. Green (2 Add 
254). Although the respondent was not a minor in the sense of being 
under care and was above the age of nurtare, his mother and step 
father vere yet h natural guardiar He (the learned President 
held the service to be sufficient, and that ndemnation in costs of a 
uccesstul suit for d luti ‘ larria was one of the possible 
consequences of marriage, which an infant was enable to contract. He 
therefore pronounced a decree niet with costs.—CouNsEL, Cotes 
Preedy. Sorscrrors, Peacock d: Goddard 


[Reported by O. G. Tatzor-Ponsonnr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 
Ministry of Food Orders. 








THE CHEESE (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918. 
Directions 

In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Ordet 
IS. R. & O., No. 618 of 1918], and of all other powers enabling him in 
that behalf, the Food Controller he reby orders and directs as follows : 

1. On and after the 23rd December, 1919, until further notice, no | 
Government cheese produced outside the United Kingdom shall be sold 
by retail at a price exceeding a price at the rate of ls. 8d per lb 

2.—(a) No charge may be made for packages or for giving credit 

(6) Where the cheese is delivered at the buyer’s request otherwis« 


than at the seller's premises, an additional charge may be made in 


| of age, 





respect of such delivery not exceeding a sum at the rate of $d. per lb. 
or any larger sum actually and properly paid by the seller for carriage 





ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, 


Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence, 
Telephone : 2482 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London.” 


ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, Shoniiant dered LONDON, W.C. 





3. The Directions under the above Order, dated 8th March, 1919 
[S. R. & O., No. 253 of 1919}, are hereby revoked.as on the 23rd 
December, 1919, so far as the same relate to Government cheese pro- 
duced outside the United Kingdom, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 


20th December. 


ORDER AMENDING THE BEER (PRICES AND DESCRIPTION) 
ORDER, 1919. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that the Beer (Prices and Descrip- 
1919, as amended [S. R. & O., Nos. 103, 565 and 857 cf 


tion) Order, 
called the Principal Order) shall be further amended 


1919} (hereinafter 
as follows : 

1. After Clause 1 of the Principal Order there shall be inserted the 
following clause : 

‘la. (a) In every licensed premises there shall be at least one 
public bar, except in premises in which no beer has at any time 
after the lst August, 1919, been sold at or at less than the rate of 
5d. per imperial pint 

(b) The licensee of any licensed premises having a public bar 


and keep exhibited on the door or window of eveTy 
a conspicuous place in or in connectign 
readable by the customers, a 
and such bar shall be a public 


shall exhibit ; 
such bar or otherwise, in 
with such bar, 
notice stating that it is a public bar, 
bar for the purposes of this Order. 


aml so as to be easily 


2. In Clause 11 of the Principal Orde: 

(a) The following words shall be deleted : 

‘The expression ‘Public Bar’ shall mean any part of licensed 
premises in which : 

(a) Prior to the lst October, 1917, beer has customarily been 
sold at a lower rate than the rate charged for the like Me in 
some other part of such premises; or 

(6) Since the lst October, 1917, beer should have been sold at 


‘ prices not exceeding the maximum prices applicable as v0 
seer 


the Beer (Prices and Description) Order, 1917, or to the 
Prices and Description) Order, 1918. 
Che foregoing definition of Public Bar shall apply to any such part 
f the licensed premises notwithstanding that it is not a bar as com- 
monly understood. 
b) The following words shall be added : 
‘ The ‘original gravity’ means the original gravity 


expression 
as ascertained in the manner prescribed by Section 15 of the Inland 
Revenue Act, 1880, as amended by Section 7 of the Finance Act 
1914 (Session 2). 

3. Copies of the Principal Order hereafter to be printed under the 
authority of His Majesty’s Stationery Office shall be printed with the 
amendments provided for by this Order, and the Principal Order shall, 
on and after the 9th January, 1920, be read and take effect as hereby 
amended. 


20th December. 


MILK (MOTHERS AND CHILDREN) ORDER, 1919 


1. Any Local Authority within the meaning of the Notification of 
Births Act, 1907, may arrange for the supply of milk for expectant 
mothers and nursing mothers and of milk for children under five years 
subject to such conditions as may from time to time be pre 
scribed by the Food Controller. 

2. Until further notice the following conditions shall be observed :— 

(a) Where by reason of the retail price of milk in any area it 
appears to the Local Authority necessary or desirable that milk 
should be supplied free or at than price, the Local 
Authority may, in cases in which a person authorized by them im 
that behalf certifies that such provision of milk is necessary, supply 
milk to expectant and nursing mothers, and children under five 
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years of age, free or at less than cost price in accordance with the 
following sub-clause (6). 

(6) The quantity of milk to be supplied shall not exceed the 
amount specified in the following scale :— 

For children under 18 months—1lj pints daily. 

For children between 18 months and five years—1 pint daily. 

For nursing and expectant mothers—The quantity prescribed by 
the person certifying. 

3. A Local Authority may combine with another Local Authority or 
with any Food Control Committee in the exercise of the powers hereby 

ven to the Local Authority, or may, with the approval of the Minister 
of Health, delegate all or any of such powers to the Committee. 

4. The expression “ milk "’ for the purpose of this Order shall in 
dude any preparation of milk which may be prescribed by the Medical 
Officer of Health or by the Medical Officer of a Maternity or Child 
Welfare Centre working in co-operation with the Local Authority. 

5. The Milk (Mothers and Children) Order, 1918 [S. R. & O., No. 189 
of 1918), is hereby revoked. 

6. (a) This Order may be cited as the Milk 
Order, 1919. 

(6) This Order shall apply only to England 

22nd December. 


(Mothers and Children) 


and Wales 


THE POTATOES (GROWERS’ RETURNS) ORDER, 1919. 

1. Every grower of potatoes in Great Britain farming five or more 
acres of land planted with potatoes shall, on or before the 10th January, 
1v20, furnish an accurate return as to his crops of potatoes. 

2. The Return shall be made in England and Wales in the Official 
Form ‘* Potatoes A/c 74,’’ and in Scotiand in the Official Form ‘‘ Pota- 
toes, Scotland 7,’’ or in such other form as may be prescribed by or 
under the authority of the Food Controller, and the form is, when com 
pleted, to be posted in accordance with the directions printed thereon. 
Any person concerned who has not on or before 5th January, 1920, 
received a copy of the prescribed form, may obtain the form on appli 
cation to the Ministry of Food (Director of Potato Supplies), 100, Crom 
well-road, London, S.W. 7, or to any Divisional Food Commissioner. 

A separate return shall be made in respect of each farm or holding 

3.. Where in any case potatoes have been bought in the ground to an 
amount of five or more acres, the purchaser shall be deemed to be the 
grower for the purposes of this Order. 

4. Failure to make a return in accordance with the Order is a sum 
mary offence against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

5. Notwithstanding anything contained in this Order, no return shall 
be required in respect of potatoes grown in the Orkney or Shetland 
‘Islands. 

6. (a) This Order may be cited as The Potatoes (Growers’ Returns) 
Order, 1919. ; 

(6) This Order shall not apply to Ireland. 
22nd December. 


ORDER AMENDING THE POTATOES ORDER, 1919 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of 
the Realm Kegulations and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the kood Controller hereby orders that, the Potatoes Order, 
Wi9 (Ss. R. & O., No. 1706 of 1919] (hereinafter called the Principal! 
Urder), shall be amended as follows :— 

1. Clause 1 of the Principal Order shall be deleted and the following 
dause shall be substituted therefor : 

“1. (a) Except under a licence granted by or under the authority 
of the Food Controller, a person shali not use or treat or permit 
wo be used or treated or sell or buy or offer to sell or buy any 
potatoes except for the purposes permitted by this clause. 

‘*(b) The permitted purposes are seed or human food, but shali 
not include the manufacture of any article which is ordinarily 
used for purposes other than human food or the manufacture oi 
spirits or of farina. 

“(c) This clause shall not apply to potatoes which are unfit for 
human food, or to potatoes whicn will pass through a riddle of 
1, inch mesh. 

**(d) This clause shall not apply to Ireland 

2. Copies of the Principal Order hereafter to be printed under the 
tuthority of His Majesty’s Stationery Uffice shali be printed with the 
amendments provided for by this Order, and the Principal Order shall 
on and after the Ist January, 1920, be read and take effect as hereby 
amended. 

24th December. 


THE RATLIONING ORDER, 1918. 
General Licence. 


1. On and after the 15th December, 1919, meat may be supplied and 
Obtained free from the restrictions imposed by or under the above 
Order (S.R. & he Nos. 894 and 1318 of 1918], except that im the case 
of a person buying home-killed butcher’s meat, that is to say, uncooked 
beef, mutton and jamb, from a wholesale dealer for the purposes of a 
tatering establishment or institution, butcher’s meat may be obtained 

¥ in accordance with Clauses 14 or 24 of the above Order. 
| 2. The Directions relating to Butcher’s Meat, dated 29th October, 
| 4919. and the Directions for Catering Establishmens and Institutions, 
Gated 20th October, 1919 [S.R. & O., Nos. 1544 and 1574 of 1919], so 


far as the last-mentioned Directions relate to meat, are hereby re- 
voked, but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any 
tion thereof 


1919 


contraver 
15th December 


MILK (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918 


MILK (REGISTRATION OF DEALERS) ORDER, 1918 
Notice of Revocation of Directions 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of 


enabling him in that 
on the lst October, 1919, 
& O., No. 492 of 1919), 


the Realm Reculations and of all othe 
behalf, the F 
the Directions 


powers 
vy revokes as 


1919 (S. R 


od Controller here} 
dated the 28th April 


issued under the above Ord: but withont prejudice my proceed- 
ings in respect of any contravention ther eof 

50th September 

The following Food Orders have also been issued 


The Imported Offals (Restriction of Delivery Order, 1919 10th 
December 

The Canned Salmon (Prices) Order, 1919. 19th December 

The Sugar (Restriction of Delivery) Order, 1919 General 
Licence 19th December 

The Imported Cheese (Importer’s Price) Order, 1919. Notice 
of Maximum Price. 20th December 

The Imported Cheese (Retail Prices) Order, 1919. Notice of 
Maximum Price. 10th December 

The Imported Bacon, Ham and Lard (Prices) Order, 1919. 
Notice 22nd December 

Order amending the Fish (Prices) Order, 1919. 24th December 


Regulation of Foreign Exchanges. 
RELEASE BY THE TREASURY oF Secvritizs Derosirep unpER Scueme BH, 
Notice is hereby given, that the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty'e 
under the powers conferred upon them by section 2 3) of the 
War Obligations Act, 1915 96), have 


deeds retransferring securities deposited under Scheme 


Treasury, 
Governmer t (5 and 6 Geo. 5. « 
directed that all 
B shall be exempt from Stamp Duty. 
This exemption may be applied to all deeds issued before this date. 
Treasury Chambers, Wiitehall, Januar) 1920 

















W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 


IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Paomm No.: PARK ONE (40 Linzs) TeLzonams; “WHITELEY LONDON,” 











































Ciaaea Wnaioatione: hue Dea 


(COMPILED BY 


PRIVATE. 





Classes. a : _ 
Number or 
Registered. Capital. 
Air — - 13 86, LOO 
Banking ' 16 13,820 300 
Boots and Shoes 76 071,000 
Bricks, Cement : 77 1,349,550 
Builders oe 126 1,133,900 
Carriers , 217 2,083,730 
Chemtats , 157 3,509,100 
Ciothins ig on 292 3,533,330 
Clabs ... ot : 28 102,600 
Drink ... oon 42 1,114,000 
Engineers se oe $97 8,322,614 
F ai mers ‘ 50 934,375 
Food... ; 332 6,323, 35 
Furniture ve ai 105 1,064 505 
Hotels ... , , 69 840,450 
Insurance = 31 492,500 
Iron, Brass, &e. : 190 3,524,000 
Jewellery asd 83 2,612 800 
Kinemas sn ‘ 187 2,960,255 
Land ... ~~ 72 6,639,650 
Laundries ei 21 171,600 
Leather ‘ 58 2,850,500 
Merchants _... - 27% 5,528,590 
Mines .. ‘ a 87 5,178,800 
Miscel aneous 207 1,781,150 
Moneylenders 7 43,000 
Motors ... ma 384 5,852,825 
Masic ... oat < 32 357,000 
Nurserymen ‘ 17 138,00 
Nursing nals : oT) 37,700 
Vil ove _ - 39 4,511,085 
Publishers _... - il 1,605, 190 
Photographers vs 25 515,800 
Patent Medicines 15 366,500 
Rubber... ose : 18 2,024,500 
Schouls .. , . 6 37,700 
Shipping oe - 224 10,526,000 
Sports ... oe 18 436,500 
Stationers , : 97 2,010,350 
Stocks and Finance 92 4,232,800 
Textiles : 262 9,925,150 
Theatres . ; 37 809,900 
Timber... os 76 1,619,500 
Tobacco ; 33 658,150 
Uncertakers and 2 8,000 
Cemeteries 
4,810 122, 645,034 


JORDAN 








& SONS, LIMITED, 
PUBLIC. 
Number —— 
Registered. Capital. 
3 202, 100 
3 1,012,600 
3 350,000 
7 342,000 
5 1,025,400 
18 2 767,000 
ll 1,274,500 
4 1,140,000 
93 373,542 
4 595,000 
2») 4,600,000 
4 2,504,000 
24 7 6230 00 
7 1,181.700 
3 162,000 
16 9 275,100 
7 2,758,000 
46 3,393,750 
12 1,448,500 
rl 2,710,000 
13 1,924,100 
49 19,440 680 
17 1,073,100 
” 7,000 
27 12,556,100 
2 } 20,000 
2 40,500 
22 14,238,100 
4 1,006, 000 
] 10,400 
l 100,000 
19 3,255,000 
l 20,000 
AD | 10,656,200 
7 89,000 
2 | 250,000 
i4 2,483,200 
61 15,177,000 
3 | 46,000 
5 | 1,265, 500 
5 | 1,521,000 


109,576 


604 | ~ 130,086,248 


1919, 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 2 


Totals for 


Edinburgh and Dublin. 





London. 
16 288,200 
19 14,832, 900 
79 1,321,000 
M4 1,691,550 
131 2,159,350 
235 4,850,730 
168 4 783,600 
296 4 ,673 ,330 
121 476,142 
46 1,709,000 
517 12,922,614 
54 3,438,375 
356 13,946,735 
112 2,243 205 
72 1,002,450 
47 9,767 600 
| 197 6.282 900 
| 83 2,612,800 
233 6,359,005 
84 8,088,150 
21 171,600 
\ 62 5,560,500 
286 7,452,690 
1s6 24,619 489 
224 2,854,250 
9 50,000 
411 18,408, 925 
34 377,000 
19 17,500 
9 37,700 
61 18 749,185 
115 2,671,160 
26 625.800 
16 466,500 
37 5,279,600 
7 57.700 
275 21,182,500 
25 525,500 
99 2,260,350 
106 6,716,000 
323 25,102,150 
40 855,900 
8] 2,885,0.0 
38 2,179,150 
4 117,576 
5,414 252,734,282 





i 








Capitals of £1,000,000 and over: July—December, 1919. 


REGISTERED, 

July 2 Tube Investments eee 

7 Ropner Shipping Co. ... 

9 Associated Lead Manufacturers 


: 17 Guardian Eastern Insurance Co 
» il Henry Gardner ..,. 
» 26 Millom & Askham Hematite Tron 
» 30 Mexican Corporation ... 
Aug. 5 Anglo-Baltie and Mediterranean Bank 
* 8 New Conrolidated Goldfields . . 
Sept. 8 English Margarine Works 


22 Kelsall & Kemp ... 
28 Leyland Motors ... 
30 London & Northern Trading 
3 Scottish Oils bo 
Irwell Bank Spinning Co. , 
2t Kirkland Lake Proprietary Co. 
25 National Mining Corporation... 
25 Agricultural Industries 
» 27 Alliance Film Corporation 
28 Salvage & lowaye Lo. ... ; 
28 Scottuh American Vil & ae . 
Nov. 14 Direct Fish ‘aang at 
Harper Bean “ on 
20 Abdalla & Co. 
» 20 Morris & Jones 


PUnLIC COMPANIES. 


REGISTERED. 


£ 
. 1,260,000 | Nov. 25 
. 1,800,000 26 


1,500,000 a 
1,000,000 ms 29 
1,000,000 Dee, l 
2,000,000 zs % 
1,000,000 7 4 
1,002,500 ss 5 
450,000, | 5 
1,500 000 se 5 
1,000,000 _ 9 
1,850,000 7 
1,000,000 
4,000,000 
1,000,000 July 15 
. 1,000,000 a y 
.. 38,000,000 — 


2,000,000 | Aug. 26 
1,000,000 | Sept. 24 
1,250,000 ” 26 
5,000,000 | Nov. 10 
2,000 000 
6,000,000; ,, 27 
1,000,000 | Dec. 2 
1,000,000; ,, 38 


English & Scottish Reinsurance Corporation 
Petroleum Power Investment Corporation ... 
London Associated Reinsurance Corporation 
Western Alliance Reinsurance Corporation 


Dent, Allcroft & Co. 
Stockport Ring Mills 
English Insurance Co. 


Anglo-Chinese Trust & “Mercantile Co. 


Bengal Iron Co. 
( ‘olombian Oilfields 


United General Commercial Insurance Corporation 


Willys Overland Crossley 


eee 


oo 





l 10,000 
4 50,000 
5 136,000 
7 4 117,. 00 
15 | 216.000 
18 169,250 
10 163,000 
" > 
il 339,000 
29 274,500 
7 | 121.000 
36 | 850.500 
6 | 75 000 
5 | 42.000 
4 } 256,000 
7 1,232,250 
2 3,100 
41 | $36,000 
5 | 65,300 
4 22,000 
10 214,000 
16 312,000 
6 201,100 
21 215,500 
2 22,000 
26 277,000 
1 3.000 
3 39,500 
4 4,052,000 
12 | 128.000 
l 18 000 
» 75,000 
3 9,000 
22 1,836,500 
6 20.500 
6 50,000 
3 53,000 
40 597,500 
4 127,000 
17 394.000 
2 45,000 





£ 

1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,025,000 
1,000,000 
2,250,000 
] ae) 1,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,500,000 
1,000 000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 


PRIVATE COMPANIES. 


British Mexican Petrolenm 
Leigh Trust 


Lewis and Harris Welfare and Devel: —— 


Britannic Syndicate 
Angus Watson & Co. ... 
Cosmos Trading Ce. _... 
B.S.A, Cycles Aim 
Barnato Brothers 
Phillip’s Rubbers 
Bernard Op 
Donaldson § 


- 


nheimer Diamond Works 
ath American Line 


2.000,000 
3,000,000 
2 000,000 
1,200,000 
2,000 000 
5,000,000 
1,000,000 
5,000,009 
1,250,000 
1,300,000 
1,000,000 
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Societies. 


The Law Society. 
SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING. 


The following circular has been forwarded to th 
Law Society by the Secretary, Mr. E. R. Cook : 

** Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
2ist January, 1920 

Dear Siz,—I am directed to inform you that a Special General 
Meeting of the members of the Society will be heid in the Hall of 
the Society, on Friday, the Wth January, at 2 

Mr. James Dopp, London, will move: 1. ‘ That it is in the publi: 
interest that solicitors should have audience in =|| courts co equal with 
barristers. 2. That it would be to the advantage and convenience of 
solicitors and barristers practising in county courts to have a branch 
of the Westminster County Court established at the Strand Law 
Courts, where contested county court causes could by agreement be 
tried irrespective of jurisdiction.’ 

Mr. Epwarp A. Berti, London, will move: ‘ That the Council be 
requested forthwith to consider and report whether or not it be 
within the purview of the charters of the Society to institute at the 
Law Society a Court of Arbitration available to the public, and if so 
whether a rota of the member» of the Council could be prepared for 
the purpose of presiding in such Court of Arbitrators.’ 

Mr. Epwarp A. Bett, London, will ask: 1. ‘Is the Council in 
position to state (a2) The number of ladies who have registered Articles 
of Clerkship in pursuance of the Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act. 
(6) How many of these ladies have been granted exemption curtailing 
the period of their Articles on account of University or other Degrees? 
(ec) What are the respective periods of their exemption’? (d) The 
number of lady students who have enrolled themselves for attendance 
at the Law Society’s classes?’ 2. ‘Is the Council prepared to inform 
the Society what steps (if any), since the date of the last Annual 
General Meeting, the Council (or members of any of its sub-committees) 
has taken with the view of bringing into effective operation a Rule 
mabling solicitors at their option in contentious and/or non-conten 
tious matter to bring in bills of costs without items with the view 
of getting an assessment thereof at a gross sum and thereby avoiding 
what may be considered, the archaic procedure of delivering itemed 
bills of costs previously to the taxation thereof? ’ 

am, dear Sir, yours faithfully, 
>. R. Cook, Sex retary 





e members of the 


9 


o'clock 


4s 


The Annual General Meeting of the Bar. 


The annual general meeting of the Bar was held in the Inner Temple 
Hall, on Friday, the 16th inst. The Attorney-General presided. 

Mr. Foote, in moving the adoption of the annual statement, .referred 
to the work which had been done by the Bar Council in connection with 
the demobilization of barristers. ~ 

The Attorney-General, says the 7imes, said it was very satisfactory 
that during the past year, a year of unexampled difficulty, they had been 
able to make easier the task of the members of the Bar who had come 
back from the war. They could never repay the debt they owed to 
those members, but they could at least help them to the best of their 
ability. A list of barristers who had been demobilized, and who wished 
to resume their practice, had been prepared by the Council and circu 

among solicitors by the Law Society, and a register had been 
kept of demobilized barristers applying for appointments. Some mem 
bers of the Bar had also taken into their chambers at a reduced fee, 
or at no fee at all, young members of the Bar who had come back 
and wanted to begin or to continue as pupils. Another subject to 
which he might refer was the fact that women were for the first time 
going to become members of the Inns of Court, but he would leave to 
their imagination all the brilliant things which might be said about 
that change. 

Mr. C. E. Morden (Middle Temple) had given notice of four resolu 
tions which raised the questions of giving members of each Inn of 
Court direct control in the management of their own Inn, the fusion of 
the two branches of the profession, the abolition of the circuit system, 
and the establishment of a law university. Both Mr. Foote and the 
Attorney-General deprecated any attempt to deal with these subjects 
at such a meeting and, a vote being against their discussion, Mr. Morden 
withdrew the motions 


United Law Society. 

A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on the 
19th inst., Mr. R. W. Turnbull in the chair. Mr. S. E. Redfern 
moved :—‘‘ That this House is of opinion that the methods and policy 
of administering the Public Trustee Act at present obtaining 
me tq the public interest." Mr. H. Norman 8S. Heath opposed 

ere also spoke Messrs. James Ball, G. S. Macquoid, G. W. Fisher 
H. B. S. Hoddinott. W. C. Pilley. Mr. Redfern having replied, the 
Motion was put to the House, and was carried by eight votes. 













The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 


Syttasvs or Law Lectures ror THe Hirary Sesstox, 1920.—The 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LIMITED, 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C., 
SSTABLISHED 1858. 
Capital Stock ... £400,000 
Debenture Stock £331,130 


ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
tained at the Socwty's Ufice. 


H, MAYNE, Secretary. 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
Forms of Proposal and full injormation can be o 


u 








Benchers) be delivered in the halls of the respective Inns :—Friday, 6th 
February—Lecture : ‘‘ Frustration of Contracts owing to the War.” 
Lecturer, R. A. Wright, Esq., K.¢ Chairman, the Kight Hon. Lord 
Justice Atkin. In the Inner Temple Hall. Friday, 20th February 
Lecture Melon Slicing Lecturer, A Andrewes-Uthwatt, ksaq 
Chairman, the H Mr. Justice Russell In the Gray's Inn Hall. 
Friday, 5th Maret La re Conflict of Laws Lecturer, W. H. 
Upjohn, Esy., LL.B., Kut Chairman, the Right Hon. Lord Justace 
Younger. In the Old Hall, Lincoln's Inn. Friday, 19th March 
Lecture “The Legal Position of the Modern Husband Lecturer, 
F. T. Barrington-Ward, Esq., K.( Chairman, the Hon. Mr. Justice 
| McCardie. In the Inner Tem; Hall. The chair will be taken at 
seven o'clock precisely The lectures are open to all members of the 
legal profes "I Members of the association will be allowed to intro- 
duce triends connected with the legal profession. Non-members will be 
admitted on production of ticket, which may be obtained at the office 
of the associati rhe meetings usually conclude at 8 p.m 
7, New yurt, Lincoln's In W.C 2 Joun Verratt, Hor Sec 
f Lectures 


Debts Due from and to Germans. 





rhe Board of Trade announce that the Clearing Offiie for enemy 
debts provided for in the Treaty of Peace with Germany has now been 
established, and Mr. Egerton Spenser Grey, Senior Official Receiver in 
Bankruptcy, has been appointed Controller 

All communications should be addressed to the Controller of the 
Clearing Offi Cornwall House, Stamford-street, S.E l lL hese 
premises provide the only adequate accommodation available for the 
iffices of the Clearing Office 

At the request of the President the Board of Trade the following 
gentlemen, who have consented to serve in an honorary capacity, wul 
act as a committee to advise the Controller in the operation of the 
Clearing Office Sir William Plender, C.B.E. (chairman), Mr. George 
Watson, Mr. O. R. A. Simpkin, C.B.E. (Public Trustee), and Mr: 
H. A. Payne, C.B. (Board of Trade) 

Particular branches of industry and commerce are being invited to 
nominate representatives to confer with the Controller on technical 
juestions 

j Notices giving instructions as to the steps to be taken for proving 
their claims have been sent to creditors in the United Kingdom why» 
have registered with the Publ Irustee as custodian claims against 











ing important lectures will (by the kind permission of the 








German nationals Notices requesting payment of their debts to the 
Controller have a been sevft to debtors in the United Kingdom who 
have registered with the Public Trustee as custodian debts owing to 
German nationals Any creditor or debtor who does not receive a 
notice should communicate with the Controller of the Clearing Office 


The Postponement of Cases. 





On 14th January, says the Time Mr. T. Carthew made an applica 
tion to the Lord Chief Justice for the postponement of the hearing of 
" awse until 27th January r the convenience of all parties In 
answer to his Lordship counsel said that Mr. Douglas Hogg, K.C 
who held a brief in the « e. was engaged in Manchester 

[The Lord Chief Justice said that these applications caused great 
difficulty in arranging the list He did not intend in future to grant 
anv apphi ations for the postponement of cases for the convenience of 
counsel, except in very special circumstances. The practice of arranging 
dates to suit counsel had led to great embarrassment to the Court 
Cases were put in the list before their turn really came, with the 
result that the vaiting list was filled with cases that had been passed 
over to suit counsel. During the last sittings he (his Lordship) had 
great difficulty in finding cases to try. It must now be definitely 
understood that the Court would set itself against allowing cases to be 
postponed mere to suit the convenience of counsel. There was no 
reason why a nior should not be protected as well as leading counsel, 
and the Court would make n difference between the leadin counsel 
and a junior. The old practice must now be reverted to that cases 
must come on in their turn. The case in question could not stand over 


¢ 
A 


until the 27th, but he would allow it to stand over until the 20th so 
as to enable other counsel to be briefed 

On Monday Mr. Justice Astbury referred to the practice by which 
solicitors agreed that a case should stand out of the list until a par- 


ticular date, and then at the last moment sent a consent document to 
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the Cause List Room. His Lordship said that the practice was wholly 
irregular. If the parties were not ready and if they wished their cases 
to stand over they should apply in open court. In future he would 
take no notice of these “ consents’ given behind the scenes. 


Enemy Debts. 


The Controller of the Clearing Office (Enemy Debts) announces that 
the pre-war rate of exchange on Germany referred to in the Treaty 
of Peace at which debts or claims against German nationals are con- 
vertible into British currency is, Marks 20.5075 equals £1, and that 
the calculation must be made by the creditor or debtor before preferring 
his claim or tendering payment of his debt. 

Notice is also given to debtors of German nationals for sums of 
under £50, who were not required under the Proclamation to register 
their debts with the Public Trustee, that they are required at once to 
pay to the Controller, at Cornwall House, Stamford-street, S.E. 1, the 
amount of such debts, with interest at 5 per cent. per annum from 4th 
August, 1914, except in cases where the debtor is hable to pay interest 
at some different rate or from some other date. 

Creditors, in preferring their claims, are earnestly requested to comply 
with the directions in the margin of the form of proof and circular 
letter which was sent to them * the Controller. It is of importance 
that two extra copies of the detailed particulars of the account, which 
is endorsed on or exhibited to the proof, should be attached to it when 
lodged at the Clearing Office. Failure to observe this requirement will 
lead to delay in payment of the claim. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the society held atthe Law Society's Hall, on Tues- 
day, 13th January, 1920 (chairman, Mr. C. F. King), the subject for 
debate was ‘‘ That the case of Wild v. Simpson (1919, 2 K. B. 544) 
was wrongly decided.’”’ Mr. H. J. Mee opened in the affirmative. 
Mr. C, V. Packman seconded in the affirmative. Mr. C. W. Bower 
opened in the negative. Mr. 8. W. Yellowly seconded in the negative. 
The following members also spoke :—Messrs. Blackwell, Baron, Oliver 
(R.), Nimmo and Alexander. The opener having replied, and the 
chairman having summed up, the motion was lost by one vote. There 
were twenty-two members present. 

At a meeting of the society held at the Law Society's Hall, on Tues- 
day, 20th January, 1920 (chairman, Mr. C. W. Bower), the subject for 
debate was :—'‘‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the treatment of 
the Irish question by the Government is worthy of condemnation.”’ 
Mr. R. O'Sullivan opened in the affirmative. Mr. F. C. Enness opened 
in the negative. The following members also spoke :— Messrs. Johnson, 
Anderson, R. Oliver, Pleadwell, and Jones. The opener having replied, 
the motion was carried by one vote. There were twenty members 
present. 


Obituary. 
Sir H. M. Plowden. 


Si Henry Merepytn PLowpen died on the 8th inst. at Pinewood, 
Sunninghill, Ascot, after a long illness. At one time he was Senior 
Judge of the Chief Court of the Punjab 

Sir Henry Meredyth Plowden was in his eightieth year. The son of 
George Augustus Chichele Plowden, he belonged to the well-known 
family which has supplied public servants to India for generations. At 
Harrow and Trinity College, Cambridge, he distinguished himself in 
athletics. He was in the Harrow eleven in 1858 and in the University 
eleven for the four years from 1860 to 1863, being captain in the last 
two. He won the University challenge rackets in 1962, and in the 
following year was the winner of the Oxford and Cambridge rackets. 

Called to the Bar by Lincoln's Inn in 1866, he soon went to Lahore, 
where he served as Government Advocate at the Chief Court of the 
Punjab. He acted as Judge of the Court, and was confirmed in that 
capacity in 1878. He was knighted ten years later, and retired in 1894 

He married the eldest daughter of Sir Cecil Beadon, who was the 
third Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal, and had a family of two 
daughters, 


Mr. Cecil Douglas. 


After a month’s illness, Mr. Cectr Geornage Doveras, the chief clerk 
at the Mansion House Justice Room, died last week, in his sixty-sixth 
year. 

He was the son of Mr. George Douglas, superintendent of the 
General Register Office at Somerset House, where he became a clerk 
on leaving , i Céllege School. Having served two years at 


Somerset House he was for five years a clerk at Bow-street Police 
He entered the service of the City Corporation in 1880 as 


Court. 





assistant clerk at the Mansion House, became chief clerk at the Guild. 
hall Justice Room, and finally, in 1887, chief clerk at the Mansiog 
House. 

He was due to retire last April under the age limit, but stayed og 
at the request of the aldermanic body, who had great confidence in 


ent. He edited various treatises on Criminal] 


his experienced jud 
partmental Committees at the Home Office. 


Law and served on 








Legal News, 


Appointments. 


The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. Wiii1am Percy Bowrsg 
to be Senior Official Receiver attached to the High Court of Justice m 
Bankruptcy, and have assigned to him proceedings in which the initial 
letter of the first surname of the debtor or debtors is any of the letten 
A to F. They have also appointed Mr. Dantrer WituiaMs to be an 
Official Receiver, and have assigned to him proceedings in which the 
initial letter of the first surname of the debtor or debtors is any of the 
letters G. to O. 

The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. Tuomas Wa ter Jouy 
BritrEn to be Official Receiver for the Bankruptcy Districts of the 
county courts holden at Ipswich, Bury St. Edmunds, and Colcheeter, as 
from the 16th February, 1920. 

The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. Leste Artuvr West 
to be Official Receiver for the Bankruptcy District of the county courts 
holden at Brighten, Hastings, Lewes, Eastbourne and Tunbridge Wells 
as from the lst February, 1920. 

Mr. Witiiam VALENTINE Batt has been appointed Assistant Recorder 
of Leeds. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Artuur Denison SmitH and GeraLp Beaumont, solicitors (Harrison, 
Beaumont & Smith), Chancery-lane, Wakefield. Dec. 31. 
[Gazette, Jan. 16. 


Freperick Briccs Kent and Tuomas Valentine Devey, solicitors 
(Fred. B. Kent), 6, Market-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Dec. 31. The 
suid Thomas Valentine Devey wiil continue to practise at Newcastle, 
and the said Frederick Briggs Kent will continue to practise at 6, 
Market-street, Newcastle. (Gazette, Jan. @ 


General. 


At the Central Criminal Court, last week, a juryman on rising in 
his place to be sworn was unable to read the printed form of oath: 
He was told that he might leave the box and would be excused from 
further attendance. 

During the hearing of a case at Liverpool, on Monday, in which 
application was made for an extension of time in a house possession 
order, Judge Thomas said it was for the landlord to say there was 
alternative accommodation. He had already laid it down that landlords 
‘had practically no rights at present. The application was granted. 

At the Marylebone Police Court, on the 8th inst., says the 7imes, 
before Mr. d’Eyncourt, David Jones, dairyman, of Harrow-road, was 
ordered to pay a fine of £15 and five guineas costs for selling milk 
which was 14 per cent. deficient in milk fats. The dairyman produced 
a warranty from the Derbyshire Farmers (Limited) guaranteeing that 
the milk was pure, with all its cream, but the magistrate declined to 
accept it without the warranters being present to support the warranty. 
The manager of the Derbyshire Farmers (Limited) was then called, and 
in the result the magistrate said that he was forced to the conclusion 
that sufficient care had not been taken, and that the milk had bees 
tampered with after delivery in London. He also remarked that the 
Food and Drugs Act was ill adapted to modern requirements, and that 
the milk warranty as accepted by the High Court was often no wat 
ranty at ail. 

Sir Philip Frederick Rose, second baronet, of Rayners, Penn, High 
Wycombe, retired solicitor, formerly solicitor to and later a directo? 
of the Brighton Railway Company, who died on 23rd October, 
seventy-six, left unsettled property of the gross value of £49,995, with 
net personalty £48,136. In his will the testator left all his property @ 
his wife, stating : “ Firstly, in accordance with ancient Catholic custom, 
before dealing with worldly affairs, I commend my soul to Almighty 
God,” and he requested that he should be buried with Roman Catholit 
rites in the family vault in the church of St. Margaret, Tyler’s-gree®, 
Bucks, where his parents, brother, sister and two sons, one of whom, 
Philip Vivian, “laid down his life for his country in the ~~ 
war . sleep their last sleep.”’ He left £50 to the Bishop o the 
Roman Catholic diocese of Portsmouth for distribution among 
priests of his diocese for Masses, one-half being given to the po 
of the Sacred Heart, Shanklin, 1.0.W., and £50 similarly to the Bishop 
of the Roman Catholic diocese of Northampton, one-half being giv@® 
to the priests of St. Augustine, High Wycombe. 
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Me P | Srxes & Svevex, Lep (Is Votrstaar Liguipatiox).—Creditors are required, on 
ourt apers. or before Feb. 18, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of 
S + Ag or claims, to Mr. Oliver Dyson, 4, Dudley-road, Marsh, Huddersfield, 
: iquidator. 
upreme Court of Judicature. New Sr. Hetexs asp Drsratcr Taamwars Co., Lrv.—Creditors are required, dn or 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON before Feb. 3, to send in their names and addresses, and full particulars of 
Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Count Ar. Justice Mr. Justice | their debts or claims. to Henry Percy Conibear and Edward Henry Edwardes, 
Bora. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. | _ Generating Station, Howe Bridge, Atherton, Lancs, liquidators 
Monday Jan. 26 Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach | LONDON anv Kinston Boat axp Motor Works, Iap.—Creditors are required, on 
comes 87 Synge Jolly Farmer Church or before February 3, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of 
Wednesday .. 28 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer | _ their debts or claims, to Daniel Patrick Hartnett, 23, Suffolk-st, liquidator, 
Thursday ... 29 r Bloxam Synge Jolly | J. B. Forses & Co., Lep.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 16, to send 
Beccoasce BW Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Colin 
Saturday .... 31 Leach Goldachmidt Borrer Biloxam Duncan Forbes, George Hotel, Colchester, liquidator 
Broir, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 1, to send their namee 
Date. se yg wy Fe 0. yoy and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Bosley, 
x | 120, Colmore-row, Birmingham, liquidator. 
Menday Jan. 26 Mr. Borrer Mr. ‘Synge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bloxam M. B. Foster & Sos Le. (Ix Liqurparron WITH & View To Reconstavetros).—— 
ey, teneee ps ) “mamas — Leach Borrer ; | Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 28. to send their names and addresses, 
7. : 29 Charch G deck idt — Goldschmidt | and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Francis William Pixley, 58, 
a — a 
faturday ..._ 31 Joll Cl ret . 7 UEC | Turner, Son anv Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 24, to send 
= ’ y serch Synge Farmer their names and addressees, and the particulare of their debts or claims, to 


bpp 7 Edward Charles Brown, of Meesrs. Hoskins. Son & Co., 28, Budge-row, liquidator 
Daye ind places appointed lor holding the Winter AS81ZeS, 1920 :— Sitverpats Co., Lrp.—Creditora are required. on or before Feb. 3, to send their 
NORTH-PASTERN CIRCUIT. names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claima, to R. E. Clark, 17, 


Albion-st.. Hanley, liquidator 


Mr. Justice Bailhache. Wu. Woop & Son (Manesrietp Lt» Ixy Votentany Liguipatiox) Creditore 

Mr. Justice Roche. are required, on or before Jan. 27, to send their names and addresses and 

: | the particulare of the debts o ls s, t Alfred E Orbell, 15 2, 

Monday, 23rd February, at Newcastle. Ne thst. Brighton Mveldater r clasm verard Orbell, 151 and 152 

Monday, lst. March, at Durham. H. Lovuks, Ltp.—Oreditors are required, on or before Jan. 27, to send their names 

Saturday, 6th March, at York. and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to John Edward 
Thursday, 11th March, at Leeds | Dale, District Bankohmbrs., Huddersfield, liquidator. 

sday, , 4 : 


Winding-up Notices. Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 








London Garette Fripay, Jan. 16 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. | Knott Van Roosbrock ( L¢ Felton & Crepin, Ltd 
Limirep In CHANCERY. ; | A. Freeman, Ltd Asbestos & Rubber Co. (Middlesbro’), 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Jan. 16 ' National Horseflesh Export A stion Ltd 
Acos, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 16, to send their names and Ltd . Aberavon Tin Plate Co . Ltd 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Edward | Horley Steamship ¢ Ltd Bath Assembly Rooms Co., Ltd. 
Withaall, 19, Temple-st., Birmingham, liquidator Marynissen. Miller & ( us Holland Park Nurses’ Institute, Ltd. 
Prrrotsum Exrtoration Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 28, to | Cpelu Rubber and Cacao Estut t Grimshaw Lane Spinning Co., Ltd 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to | Petroleum Exploration Cr ' F. A Tamplin Steamsrip Co., Ltd. 
W. A. Habberfield, 15, Angel-ct., Throgmorton-st., liquidator British and General Aviut Con- Associated Electric Theatres, Ltd 
Heessxt Froop Co., Lrp. (Ix Vo.tuntany Lievipation).—Creditors are required, tractors, Ltd Antelope Gold Mine (Rhodesia), Utd 
on or before March 25, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of | ©: Collins & Co., Ltd - Otto Trechmann, Ltd : 
their debts or claims, to Joseph Bell, 5, Clarence-st., Manchester, liquidator. | Incorporated Wensleydale Blov-faced Lake View and Oroya Exploration, 
J. Coorzr & Sons, Limitep.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 16, to send | Sheep Breeders’ Association and Flock Ltd ; ; 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to _ Book Society ; Wm. Smith & Co (Crosshills), Ltd, 
Harry Meredith, 208, Gresham House, Old Broad-st, liquidator ’ Tidenham Water Works Co., Ltd H. Louke, Ltd. : 
F. A. Tamptin Steamsaie Co., Limirep.—Creditors are required, on or before | Wood & Nicholson Co.. Ltd Savoy Cafe and Billiard Co., Ltd, 
Feb. 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts . Mitchell & CG : (Scarboroug! Lta W. J. Cons & Co., Ltd. 
or claims, to Thomas Ward Tamplin, 14, St. Mary Axe, liquidator. Derwent Foundry Co., Ltd Alexander Duckham & Co.. Ltd. 
Ayretorr Gotp Mine (Rgopesis), Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Morcarvar Co Ltd Derbyshire Supply Co., Ltd. 
March 5, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their Holloway Foundry, Ltd Register Patents, Ltd. 
* debts or claims, to Mr. W. F. Moore, 8, Old Jewry, liquidator Turner, Son, & Co., Ltd R. Cornell, Ltd 


Hotme Evecrric Co., Lrp. (In Votuntarny Ligvipation).—Creditors are rec Herbert Frood Co., Ltd 
A + LD. nw 4 5, quired, end ette 
on or before Feb. 10, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of I / ( t Torspar, Jan. 





7 _— — or claims, to Mr. John Alderson, Holme, near Holmfirth, Hudders- Poe am ee Fae nisin 
eld, liquidator. lub Cafe. Ltd olt, Ltd. 
Orro Trecumaxy, Lrp. (In Votuxrary Liqvrpation).—Creditors are required, on Sykes & Sugden, I fal ; — Luton Electric Theatre, Ltd 
or before March 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of —— yO on j td gr a a 
_— oh or claims, to Sir Frank Brown, Finkle-chmbre, Stockton-on Tees, le “6. Spe a a g, a i. td Heywood Room and Power Co., Ltd 
iquidator. | Spencer ¢ ons, [te J .» Ltd. 
Baits Briouron Barus Co., Lrn. (Iw Votuntanr Ligvrpation).—Creditors are | “iverpool Merchants’ Mobile Hospital, Sloane & Co., Ltd , 
required, on or before Feb. 10, to send their names and addresses, and the is ten Ltd a oe 
particulars of their debts or claims, to James Frederick Mellor, 110, Saint Rect Maley Geasaet Co., Ltd Rocleshall Gas Co 


James-st., Brighton, liquidator. ; 
, . J rsto ont and < ! ociatio Ad. 
Moncanpan Comranr, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 31, to send | “@ndon and Kingston Boat « Motor Minster Fine Art Association, Ltd. SH 


- . Works. Ltd Livingstone Zeytoon & Co., Ltd. 
ee ant a rnd no their debts or claims, to Ernest | Hammond & Wright. Ltd Wensleydale Long-wool Sheep Breeders’ 
~S 7 st., Liverpoul, liquidator. Oversea Mining Syndicate, Ltd Association and Flock Book Society. 
London Gazette —Tvtspar, Jan. 20. London Surgical and Optical Inetru Century Ring Spinning Co,, Ltd. 

East Matar Coconcr Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 2, to send ment Makers and Engineering Co., Carpet Trades, Ltd 

in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Ltd George Lunn's Tours, Ltd 

Francis Norman Varney, 23, Suffolk-st., Pall Mall, liquidator, Tewkesbury Coffee House Co.. Ltd Chilian Construction Co., Ltd 
Couston’s Hatt Co., Lrp. (In Vouuntary Lrqvrpation) Creditors are required, on | Hardie Cinnabar Mines, Ltd Kerin, Ltd. 

or before March 7, to send their names and address s, to Arthur Henry Riseley, | Eastern Carpets, Ltd Pickard & Splaines, Ltd 

%3, Corn-st., Bristol, liquidator. Leeds Exchange, Ltd M. B. Foster & Sons, Ltd. 





THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co. Lr. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever oflered to householder . 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Cla f Inserti in L d Mortgag of 
INSU RANCE. Licensed Seaman sated by ‘Ciena, will be pest Pig no Mg 




















For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST,., E..C. 2. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette._~Tvurspay, Jan. 13 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


Bvcireacx Lovis Gronat Victoria-st 


Mriton, Watt 
Brentf 
Roserts, Ror 
Jan. 9 
Roorks ' 

Murner t 
Savipoer, Witttam } 
Peterbor i J 

Watten Henry James 
wt Onl. Jan 
H 

10. Ord 


BNeELI 


Jar 10 
Derby. G 
Ord Jar 10 


Watson 

fleld 
FIRST MEETINGS 

Beureavx Lovis yRGE \ 
Merohant ur >») at 12 
Oarey-st 

Onaven, Fraxcts Worrurnoton, 
ll. Bankruy dgs., Carey-st 

Miter, Precy, Kensir n Jan. 23 at 
ruptey-bkie¢s arey-st 

Ror, Hexer, Liverpool, Company 
11.30. Off. Re Union 


tomia-st 


Bankr 


Stey Jar > at 


Director 
Marine-bidgs 


rer B 
20 at 12.15 
I pew mh 


ADJUDICATIONS 


A RRONDELLE 
irt Pet 
BLUMENTELD 
Pet. Den 2 
Ettiorr, Dovetss k 
castle-upon-Tyne. Pet , 6. Ord 
Rosrerrs Roserr Lianrw Farmet 
Pet. Jan. 9. Ord. Jan 
Roorrs Lestre Horace Stapleford 
Turner. Derby Pet. Jan. 9. Ord 
tpor, Witttam Epwix. Stamford F 


Peterborough. Pet. Jan. 10. Ord 


Horace Epwarp Hamp 
Oct. 30. Ord. Jan. & 

Jacon Islington Hosier 

Ord. Jan. 8 

EDWARD 


Notts, Whe 
Jan. 9 
irniture Dealer 
Jan. 10 


Sav 


Prestwice, Josern, Pendleton, Lancs 
Manchester. 
Ranxrw, Stawter Rosser, Foots Cray, 


Ratctirre, Groree, 


March 1 
Feb. 17. March, 
Kent, Builder. 


E. H. Preston, Manchester, 
Pearson & Yates, Manchester, ~ 
Feb. 9. Harry F. Strouta, 


Monument Station. bidgs. 


Ricnuarps, Davip, Bt. 
Rowtey, Emity Ganrsrpe, 
Wade & Scott 
ROSENTHALL, 
Brown & Brown 
Rows, Lizziz, West 
Bournemouth. 
CALVERLEY-RvupsToN, 
York 
Scuropen, JOHANNA, 
SHIPLEY Wriium, Great 
Ruddock & Son, 


Deal. 


Gateley 
Simmons, THomas CHARLES 
Louth, Lincolnshire 
Srroxne, Nor. WaHirtter, 
Roberts, 3 
Marre Jenny 
SYMONDS 
Co., 
[YNDALI 


12, Queen-st 


James’ -st. 


Southbourne, 
Trevor Waeer, P 
Hendon. 
Great 


Sxrewortn, Berxanp Witt1usM, M.C 
& Sons.Birmingham 


Bisley 

Harcourt-bkigs 
Balham 
Wittrm Frepericx Jomx, 


Dovetas Mowraee, 


March 13 
Ossett 


Kerly, 


Sons & Karuth, Austin {rian 
Yorks. V Tetley, 


Gawthory« March 1 ade 


Bradferd 
Annetre Loviss, 


Chapel-st., Manufacturer of Imitation Fur. Feb, 


27 Edward H. Bone, 
Smithson & Te osdale, 


hter & May, 18, Austin-friare 
terinary Surgeon. Feb. 16 Harmer, 


Heath, Feb. 3. Stephay 
Allisons & Staniland@, 
& Wood 


Heller, 20, Bucklersbury. 
March 1 Nash, Field & 


Lionel & 


Bournemouth Feb 


rtman-sq Feb. 16 
Feb. 16 

Yarmouth, V« 
Yarmouth. 

Broadbridge 


Slaug 


Suesex. 


Grainthorpe, Lincoln. Feb. 9. 


Surrey Feb. 16 Oldman, Cornwall 
Tempk 

Feb. 20. Brooks & 
Stratford-on-Avon 
Feb. 12 


Cape Provinces So frica 


Townroe, 26, Budge-row 


UPprreLp, 
Vayrovtte, Lovis Josern, 
Gracechurch-et. 
VERDON, 
Wakertrtp, LFonarD 

Stone-bldgs 
Wernerep, Rev 
Ellison 
OODWARD, 
Woop, 
Sons, 


FLORENCE 


35, Essex-st 


Evizaseta, Wishoro 
Vauxhill Bridge-rd 


Joun, Kingston-up 
CHartes 


& Co., 1, Lin 
ALrReD, Bristol, 
Sir Henry Evetry, 


Med win 
Burnie 


& 
& Co 


Feb. 14 
Feb. 11. 


Horsham, 
leman 59/@, 


ugh Green, Sussex 


Benno Pearlman, Hull 
March 31 Saltwell 


n-Hull. Feb. 4 
Westhourne-ter 


& Co, ¥ 


Vicarage, Berks. Feb. 23. Bloxam, 


Bristol. 
Western @ 


THomas, Hurley 
coln's .inn-fiekls 
Corn Dealer 
V.c., G.C.B., 


E. Metcalfe, 
March 1. 


Feb. 10. F. 
Harlow, Essex. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that aj 


Po licy 


Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. 


perty is genera] lly very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 


suffer according! y. 
26, King street, 


DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS 
Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers 


(LIMITED\, 


‘hattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 


purpose. 

speciality.—{Apvr 7 

Tink, FRANK, 
Jan. 10 


Hammerton, Yorks, Join 
Ord. Jan. 10 
Watson, Frank, Chesterfield, Der! 
field Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. Jar 10 
Amended Notice substituted for that published 
London Gazette of Nov. @1, 1919 
Frevoveitt, Atronso Gorrrepo MARIO 
Tomasso, Castellainemnsns., Maida Vale 
Court. Pet. Sept. B. Ord. Nov. 19. } 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
Lendon Gazette of Dec. 16, 1919 
Tarton, James Smita, Bishops Stortford 
Pet. Nov. 6. Ord. Dec. 18 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. | 
ESTABLISHED 1885. CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000.) 


York. Pet 


Grocer. Chester 


in the 


LaMBrRtTo 
High 


Hertford. | 





Purchases Reversions and Life Interests, and Grants Loaner 
thereon at annual Interest, of by way ef Reversionary 
charge free of interest till the Reversion falls In. 


Aprlv Sacz., 


10, LANCAST®R PLACE STRAND, LON’ ON, WC 2 





Missing Deed, Wanted | 
, dated 8th August, | 
2. & Enston-road 


{5 REWARD. 

Deed of Convevance 
a7 (Hollie to Fl’). of No. 2 
SIDNEY SMITH & SON, Solicitors, 177, 
S.W. 1 


Jewels, plate, 


furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brae, § 








THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


rok THE 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BILOOMSSURY, W.C.” 
The largest Hospita) of its kind. 
The Charity ts forced at present te rely, te seme 
extent, ~_ legacies for maintenance. 


Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relatives or | met are asked to send for particulars 
ot - DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 





* THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 





Sloaneetreet, | “ 
| appointment. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY-LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement: 
begs to direct the attention of the 

Profession to the advantages of his long 


| ence of upwards of fifty years in the specia 


sertion of all pro forma notions, J &c., ae ey to “lik 

ther continued support.—N.B Forms, 

Statutory Notices to Creditors and oe ge 

Partners ip. with necessary Declaration. 
London Gazette” kept for free reference. 


——— 





REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823 
Bmpowered bv Soecia: Acts of Partiament, 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
LOANS on REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY in POSSESSION. 
The Law Cost« on Loans are reculate? > Scale 
Pald-ap Share and Debenture Capita! £764,825. 
20 Saleman @t.. Lancan, €.2% 


KEPORTS FOR SALE. | 





Law Jw nal, 1839-1877 boar s«. 

Law Reports, 914, fill 
in pa tes 

Law Times (!4 series incomplete, 
ski 12 onward: in num! ers. 

Revi ed Reports. cloth 

Times L>w !-50, ful iner buc' ram. 31.4 in parts 

neve to ard enon ries of “Ox 8490." Care of — 


The | 
“solicitors Journal " Office, 27, Chancery Lane, W.0. 2. 


1878 linen buckram; 1915-17 | 


new series half sheep- | 


INEBRIETY. 


‘DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act aa@ 
privately. for par iculars apply to 
Dr. F. 8 D. HOGG, 
Resident Medical Suy erintendent 
Telephone: P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


25 To 9 5000 ADVANCED» 


oes fe ee of oe 
First letters 





LBICESTER. 








